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Current Topics. 


Trustees and the War Loan. 


At a meeting of the members of the Law Society held in the 
Law Society’s Hall on Monday, over which the President of the 
Law Society presided, the Attorney General made an appeal to 
solicitors to use their influence with trustee clients to induce 
them to invest trust moneys inthe War Loan. This is a course 
which no doubt solicitors would gladly adopt, and probably 
have in many cases adopted ; but such interference with trustees 
requires to be managed with tact, and the matter was essen 
tially one for the trustees themselves, acting in the interest of 
their beneficiaries and having regard to national emergencies. 
The time limit for the loan has now expired, and it is unneces 
sary to sav anything further. Any such investment that may 
have been made. and any borrowing on the security of trust 
funds that mav have been effected to raise the necessary money, 
will have been made on the faith of the Government promise 
of a statute to which we referred last week (ante, p. 245)—a 
pledge which was repeated by Mr STANLEY BALDWIN on 
House of Commons on Monday. 


The Promised Indemnity. : 

THE PRoMISE is that a Bill will be introduced, operating retro- 
| ell securities 
for the purpose 
will contain a complete indemnity, 
3 of the War Loan (Trustees) Act, 1915, to trustee who have 
ecurities for that purpose We 


of subscribing to the War Loan, and that it 
following the lines of section 


borrowed moneys or sold 

referred to this section last weel 

scribed as section 2), and section 
idapted to borrowing for the War Loan 


(by a misprint it was de 
drafted on the same lines 
and not, as under 
Act, for conversion of Government securitie will doubt 
vive trustees a complete indemnity against claims of bene 
would otherwise be a breach of 


less 
ficiaries for dealing which 
trust But the measure should be introduced soon as pos- 
sible so as to set to its effect. By 
the wav the Public Trustee had at the date of his last report 
over 68 millions in investments Doubtless he considered 
duty in regard to the War Loan, but we have 
not noticed any reference to a subscription by him in the pub. 
lists We refer to the matter as one of some interest 
what was or was not his duty 


at. rest. any possible doubt a 


what was his 


lished 
without intending to suggest 
under the circumstances 
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Relief Work in Belgium. 

In wriTINe last week on Relief Work in Belgium we referred 
to the difficulties which were likely to be caused by the rupture 
of diplomatic relations between the United States and Ger- 
many. From a New York message which we print elsewhere 
it appears that the Americans are withdrawing from participa- 
tion in the relief work in consequence of an adverse order by 
the German authorities. A few of their representatives will 
be left in Brussels, including Mr. Wuittockx, the United 
States Minister, but he has now no diplomatic standing. Mr 
Hoover, who has done so much for the scheme, is now in 
America, and it appears that there will be no cessation in the 
work of obtaining funds and supplies, and there is enough 
food on hand to enable the work of distribution to go on under 
the existing organization for some weeks, provided the Germans 
interfere with it Meanwhile it may be hoped that 
neutral Commission will be formed to take over the 


do not 
another 
work 


Tne Grand Juries Suspension Bill. 

been introduced by the Attorney-General 
f Grand Juries provides by clause 1 (1) 
of the war and until 28th of 
next determination, no precept for the 
summoning of a grand jury or grand jurors shall be issued, nor 
shall any grand jury be summoned By sub-clause (2) any 
bill of indictment which would have been preferred before a 
shall be preferred before the Court before which 
and the judge of that 


Tue Brut which ha 
for the Suspension o 
that 
December 


dur ing the continuance 


atter its 


grand 
the indictment would 
Court, or an officer of the Court duly authorized in writing by 
the Court for the purpose, shall append his signature to the 
bill, and thereupon the same results will follow as if the bill 
had been found a true bill by a grand jury. But if the charging 
ulvised the grand jury not to find a true bill 
he may endorse the bill to that effect, and thereupon the same 
result followe if the grand jury had found bill 
Thus the intervention of the grand jury is treated as irrelevant 
to the prosecution, and the matter proceeds as 1f it were 
It is a matter for conjecture whether the 


pury 


1] 


be prosec uted. 


judge would have 


as no true 


altogether excluded 


institution will be revived 


The Scandinavian Note to Germany. 

Tue ony diplomatic occurrence of importance during the 
week appears to have been the Joint Note of the Scandinavian 
Denmark, Norway, and to Germany of 
the substance of which is given in a Reuter’s 
the 15th The effective part is as 


Powers Sweden 


the 14th inst 
message to the J7vmes of 
follows 

The Note only rules of 


the fact that the 


invoked 


draws attention to 
international which might be in support of measures 
having their object the prevention of all and all 
navigation with the enemy are those relating to a naval blockade 
The Note then affirms that no belligerent has the right to prohibit 
zones, the limits of which are very 
sts, which could only be blockaded 
in a legitimate manner The Governments go on to recall the 
universally recognized law on naval blockade—namely, that a 
neutral ship cannot be captured if it is not making any attempt to 
violate the blockade, and that, in the event of a ship being cap 
tured, it must be brought before a Prize Court in conformity with 
the general regulations 
And it is pointed out that the measures announced will be all 
the more contrary to the principles of international law if, as the 
tenour of the communications of the Imperial Governments seems 
to indicate, they are to be applied without distinction to all ships 
entering the zones described, and onsequently to those ships not 
bound for enemy ports, but on the way from one neutral port to 
another 
On the ground of the considerations set forth above, the Govern 
ments formally protest against the measures taken by Germany and 
Austria-Hungary, and make all reservations with regard to the loss 
of human lives and material damage which may result from them 
As we intimated last week, the new German policy must, if 
it is to have any legality, be based on blockade, and the recog- 
nized law of blockade. It cannot, as against neutrals, be 
based on reprisals, as it is, if we remember rightly, against the 
Allies ; just as the British blockade was started two years ago 
by way of reprisals against Germany. And a blockade, whether 
it t at the present moment effectively established as against 


maw 


as commerce 


peaceful navigation through 
distant from the 


enemy ¢ 


SS ————————— 
| Great Britain and France or not—though, from the number 
of ships arriving, effective blockade seems to be out of the 
question—cannot cover the distant seas nor prevent the 
passage of ships from one neutral port to another. The Scan 
dinavian Note seems to put the whole matter concisely and 
clearly \ 


The Liquor Control Board. 

From TIME to time we have given in our ‘‘ War Orders 
columns the substance of the Orders in Council and the recu 
lations relating to Liquor Control, and we have observed in 
the Press numerous statistics and expressions of opinion tend 
ing to shew that the system thus inaugurated has been effective 
to diminish drunkenness. For instance, a chart published in 
the Times of 28th October, 1916, founded on convictions for 
drunkenness in nine large English cities and towns, including 
London, Liverpool, Manchester, Birmingham, and Leeds, 
showed a steady rise through 1911, 1912, and 1913 to a 
maximum of 100,797 ; a slight drop in 1914 to 99,735 ; a rapid 
fall in 1915 to 75,342, and again in 1916 (first three quarters) 
to 32,443; i.¢., a rate of 43,257 per annum. A chart pub- 
lished in the Times for 20th November, 1916, distinguished 
between male and female cases, and shewed that the most 
marked decline was among men. This was based on figures 
for London and fifteen other cities and towns. And statistics 
to the same effect were published in the Times of the 2nd ult 
An interesting discussion of the operation of the Liquor 
Control Board took place in the House of Commons o 
27th October, 1916, and a motion by Col. Gretton that the 
Board should be brought directly under the control of Parlia 
ment was rejected by a small majority (85 to 97). Appa 
ently the feeling of the House was in favour of the Board's 
We have also become familiar with schemes for State 
its advantages were set forth by 


policy 
purchase of the liquor trade ; 
a correspondent of the 7’mes in the issue for 16th January 


the Times 
debate in 
initiated 


detail in 

of 29th January And there was. the 

the House of Commons. on Wednesday, 
by Mr. Ler Jones, who called for prohibition as the imme- 
diate means of meeting the danger of food shortage and of 
carrying on the war successfully This short summary ot 
matters affecting the drink traffic would not be complete 
without recognition of the ‘‘ Down Glasses ’’ campaign of the 
Spectator, and its unselfish championing of a cause which, 
however welcome on public grounds, is fraught with danger to 


last, and a scheme was given in 


its advocates 


The Results of Liquor Restriction. 

But THE view that the decline in drunkenness is due to tlie 
Orders of the Liquor Control Board has not passed unchal 
lenged, and a letter in the Times of 30th December urged that 
it was in fact due to the absorption of potential drunkards into 
the Army. This was answered by ‘‘M.D.”’ on 3rd January, 
but a full discussion of the matter, and one entitled to careful 
consideration, is contained in an article on ‘‘ The Liquor Traffic 
in War,”’ by Dr. Artuur SHADWELL, in the current numbe! 
of the Nineteenth Century. Nearly the whole country, he 
says—/.¢., a population of about thirty-eight millions—is now 
living under drink restriction, the regulations, while 
identical, being framed on the same lines in all areas, 
minor variations to suit local conditions. This does 
include special cases, such as the total prohibition of spirits 1n 
the North of Scotland, and the taking over of nearly the whole 
trade in the Carlisle area and in two smaller areas. Dr 
SHADWELL considers successively the effect of the different re 
strictions—closing hours, the special restrictions as to spirits, 
and prohibition of treating and credit—and, on the evidence 
of the police returns, he arrives at the same conclusion as stated 
above. These ‘‘prove that a diminution of public drunkenness 
has taken place so conclusively that no one has attempted to 
deny it.’’ But, he adds, that which is necessary is “‘to prove 
that this incontestable diminution is due to the restrictions of 
the Liquor Board, for there have been concomitant influences 
at work.’’ Accordingly, he faces the question whether the 
fall in convictions is due to enlistment, and for this purpose he 
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gives-charts, not previously published, of convictions in 1915, 
in Glasgow, Liverpool, Newcastle, and Middlesbrough. En- 
listment was going on throughout the year, but before the 
Liquor Control Board intervened the figures had a tendency 
to rise. When, however, the Orders came into force in August 
the movement was immediately reversed, and there was in 
each case—though not so marked in Glasgow—a sharp fall, 
followed later on by a slight rise, due, it is suggested, to 
familiarity with the restrictions somewhat depriving them of 
their effect. The rise in convictions prior to the Orders Dr. 
SHADWELL explains by reference to the increased prosperity of 
the working classes, and also to the influx of other workmen, 
generally of an inferior character, to fill the places of enlisted 
men. The subsequent fall he attributes to the liquor restric- 
tions. The whole of Dr. SHapwe.u’s reasoning we cannot 
summarize, but he concludes : — 

For my own part, having studied the question for many years 
in all its aspects, and from personal observation of all the systems 
in different countries, I consider that the Board has been wonder 
fully successful—so successful that I doubt if success can be 
carried much further. 


The Defence of the Realm (Acquisition of Landa) 
Act, i916. 

THE STATUTE of the last session which provoked most dis- 
cussion seems to have been the Defence of the Realm (Acqui- 
sition of Land) Act, 1916, and its provisions will require 
careful study by owners and other persons interested where 
land has been taken by the State for war purposes. Power to 
take land generally for military or naval purposes is conferred 
by the Defence Acts, 1842 to 1873, and the Military Land 
Acts, 1892 to 1903, and other statutes which will be found 
referred to in a note to ‘‘ Defence of the Realm Manual,’’ 2nd 


ed., Nov. 1916, p. 2; and power to take possession of land for 


the purposes of the present. war is conferred by Defence of the 
Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, reg. 2. This power has 
been extensively exercised and buildings of permanent value 
have been erected, and the present Act was passed in order 
to prevent these buildings being lost to the State on the 
termination of the war. But, like other statutes dealing with 
interests in land, the statute in question presents numerous 
complications, and a very useful paper on it—from which we 
print extracts elsewhere—was read last Monday by Mr 
Epwin Savitu at a meeting of the Surveyors’ Institution. 


Questions Arising on the Act. 

Some of the points to which Mr. Saviuu called attention are 
as follows:—-Under section 1 (1) a Government Department 
can continue in possession for two years after the war, and, on 
application to the Railway and Canal Commission, for such 
additional period, not exceeding three years, as the Commission 
directs. Nothing is said as to the right of persons interested 
to appear before the Commission, but Mr. Savitt assumes— 
and no doubt correctly—that the Commission would hear 
objections. Again the certificate of the Department is to be 
prima facie evidence of possession (section 10 (a)); but, 
having regard to the nature of military occupation—for the 
Act is not confined to cases where buildings have been erected 

the fact of possession may be doubtful, and the owner should 
be heard. And, further, since the Department is not bound 
to hold for the full period allowed, the omission of the Act 
to provide for notice of quitting should be met by an express 
provision in the terms or conditions of occupation to be 
arranged under section | (3). Moreover, since these terms, 
including compensation, have, in Mr. SaviLu’s view, to be 
fixed at the commencement of the occupation under the Act, 
owners will, he points out, need to be very carefully advised 
if many items of compensation are not to be omitted. The 
ordinary method of fixing the compensation on the determina- 
tion of the occupation seems, indeed, safer. Under section 2 the 
occupying Department has the right of removing buildings, 
and this, Mr. Savrii points out, means that all land on which 
buildings have been erected must continue in Goveriment 
occupation pending a decision whether the buildings are worth 
removing. Under section 3 a power of purchase of occupied 
land is given, and this section comes into force at once, and 
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may be exercised until the lapse of three years after the war ; 
and if exercised, then it extends to adjoining land and to 
easements required for the proper enjoyment of the original 
land. This brings into play the provisions of the Lands 
Clauses Acts, subject to the modifications scheduled to the 
present Act. Under section 5 the Government has a power 
of sale of lands so acquired, and, unless permanent buildings 
have been erected, or the land is used in connection with such 
buildings, a right of pre-emption is given to the former owner. 
It is probable, says Mr. Savitt, that there may be some in- 
teresting cases on the question whether buildings are of a per- 
manent nature, and whether land is being used in connection 
with permanent buildings. Section 8 prescribes the method 
of assessing compensation, and Mr. Savi expresses approval 
of the tribunal—a referee selected from a panel as under Part 
I. of the Finance Act, 1910. For the high praise which he 
gives to the panel under that Act we refer to the extracts 
from his paper given elsewhere. Under section 12 (5) a ‘‘ com- 
petent naval or military authority ’’ is to be deemed a Govern- 
ment Department for the purposes of the Acts—a definition 
which Mr. Saviti describes as very important and as likely 
to give rise to a good deal of dispute. Such an authority is 
defined by reg. 62 of the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
And there are the savings for commons and open spaces, and 
for parks, pleasure grounds and home farms in section 13. 
Altogether the Act is of great practical importance and Mr. 
SaviLi’s paper furnishes a very useful guide to it 


Pleading Express Malice. 

THAT LIBEL is a tort founded on malice, and not, like tres- 
pass, on a mere infringement of a proprietary right, is one of 
the commonplaces of our elementary text-books. Hence it 
is that the statement of claim in an action for defamation of 
character by the publication of a libel always alleges as a 
matter of common form that the defendant ‘“‘ falsely and 
maliciously wrote and published ’’ the words complained of. 
But it is equally elementary law that where defamation and 
falsehood are proved, malice is presumed, and the plaintiff 
need call no evidence to shew that the attack is malicious. On 
the other hand, the defendant can rebut the presumption of 
malice by proving privilege, or privileged occasion, or fair 
comment, though no plea of ‘‘ privileged occasion *’ will avail 
him as a defence where he has in fact been guilty of express 
malice All this is trite But now comes the point which 
long has troubled common law practitioners. Suppose © privi- 
is pleaded, must the plaintiff reply, and in 
his reply allege ‘‘ express malice’’? Or can he rely on the 
common form allegation of malice in the statement of claim? 
The last edition of the Annual Practice (1917, p. 419) treats 
the matter as doubtful. Text-book opinion (cf. Odgers, 5th 
Ed. 648) takes the view that it is unnecessary to allege express 
malice in reply. (On the other hand, the view that the alle- 
gation of malice in the claim is merely formal has the support 
of Dawson v. Dover and County Chronicle (Limited) (106 L. T. 
f an obites dictum on the part of VAUGHAN 
Now Sir Row.Lanp 


leced occasion ”’ 


181), or rather o 
Witurams, L.J., in his judgment there WLAl 
VauGHAN WILLIAMS was a great master of all the intricacies 
of the ancient pleadings, so that his opinion has long deservedly 
commanded respect on a point of this kind However, there 
is now a High Court decision on the question in issue, which, 
unless the case goes higher, settles this knotty problem against 
the view of the late Lord Justice. In Smith v. Lewis (Times, 
3rd inst.) SHearmAN, J., has held that no reply or allegation 
of express malice is necessary, for the formal count avers 
general malice, and after the plea of privileged occasion the 
particular issue of malice is defined. The great difficulty in 
the way of this view is a practical one. Suppose the 
defendants want further and better particulars of the malice. 
When can they ask for them? Not on receiving the statement 
of claim; you cannot ask particulars of a merely formal alle- 
Not after delivering defence, one would have sup- 
posed, because you have waived your right for particulars by 
putting in your pleading. But Mr Justice SHEARMAN seems to 
hold that, after the defence, the allegation of malice in the 


gation 
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claim being made real not formal, the defendant can now go 
and ask for particulars of it—notwithstanding his reply 


} 
perhaps 


Evidence of Illness at Trials. 

A CURIOUS POINT, on which the Court of Criminal Appeal has 
taken almo t revolutionary view of our legal procedure, was 
decided in és f ( February 6th) We need 
hardly minal trial the prosecution must call in 
person every witn for the Crown and submit him to cross 
examination he } the jury He cannot put in 
the depo on n at ywolice court, unless either the 
witnes has ad I ‘TVval or ha been prevented from 
attending | he defence, o too ill to attend (Indictable 
Offences Act, 184 Now Voakes’ case, a trial 
at West Kent (Juarter S« evidence against the 
oitering with intent to commit a crime 


prisonet 
nstable and a detective 


Wa that 
They were no all ] trl ll olice-court depositions 
being u ] acl h f ~~ therr illness So far 


0 good The illness was not 
proved b lhiy x wits on ill-health, namely a 
qualihe i pract er ! Lhe yntrary another police 
constable io produced medical certificate given 


by the doct« who fh attended the witne es, and said that 
he ha l ae | he Vil 
The Cl nan held that this was 
attend, and the Court of Criminal 


ill in bed attended by the doctor 
ufficient proof that the 


witne \ 
Appeal has upheld him on the ground that the trial judge has 


a discretion t vh not he is satisfied about the 


» illness They were led to take 
1ideratious 
17 of which 1s by the oath 


One of these is the language 


person whose depo 


i 


witne that any 
been taken . Js so ill as not to be 
eman, they considered, could not 

credible witness 


Lord Chief Justice 


cripti nota 


tute 1 

and that 

ed the 

nterlere 

[ Quarte! 

his case 

165), Lord Chief Justice 
who rejected as mere hearsay 
constable In similar circum 
medical man can give expert 
yt course, anyone 
but that is not en ugh 
the evidelice OI a police 
inadmissible If he 
eriousness of the illness, 
opinion, and theretore not admissible 
an expert If he merely repeats the 
wluces a medical certificate, then hi 
We therefore think that there are 
tness of the Court of Criminal 


cdoctol 

evidence 
technical objections t 1 corres 
Appeal recent decisi , well i pri il dange ot its 


opening a door 
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made in kng iW t ‘ illus to ltivate suburban build 
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i suct the Board have not asked 
received in regard to fifty 


pt vided inder 


ial bee 


n of Lands Urder, 1916 


The Merger of Estates. 


An interesting decision on the question of merger ha 
been given by the Court ot Appeal in Re Fletcher (rep 
elsewhere), reversing ASTBURY, J. (F917, 1 Ch 147) Ai 
a merger of a charge in the land on which it attaches, 
merger of estates in the same land, takes place when the cl 
and the land become united in the same owner, or v 
greater and a less estate meet in the same person wit 
any intermediate estate (see Burton v Barclay, 7 Bing, p. ¢ 
Sut there is now no merger at law unless there would 
merger in equity (Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25 (1.)) and in equ 
merger is a question of intention, actual or presumed 
Thorne v. Cann, 1895, A. C., pp. 18, 19). In the 
charges the most usual ground for raising a _ presumpt 


against merger is that the charge has been got in by a limited 
owner; where, for instance, it has been paid by a tenant 
It is to his interest to keep the charge a 
and his intention is presumed to coincide with his inter: 
Burre v. Karl of Lyremont (7 Beay., p. 232) But i 
ground for such presumption, and 
The judgment of Sir Wittiam Grant, 
| M.R., in Forbes Voffatt (18 Ves. 384), is the basis of the 
equitable doctrine on this subject. But the presumption fro: 
the nature of the interests only arises 1n the absence of evide 
of the actual intention of the party as to merger, and wh 
there 1s a distinct intention against merger at the time of! t 
union of charge and land, or of estates in the land, there a 
well-known conveyancing expedients to prevent merger. Tl 
may be done by the old method of vesting one of the inter 
in a trustee, so as to prevent merger at law (Bailey v. Ric/ 


life of the land. 





} owner in tee there 1s 


charge merged 


son, 9 Hare, p. 736), but this is unnecessary, and a sim 
declaration against merger is equally efficient; see Adan 
Lngell (5 Ch. D., p. 646) 

The difficulties of merger are caused, however, not 
much by the application of the equitable presumption in fay 
ol or against merger, as by the circumstances existing eitnel 
at the time of the union of interests or after, which may 
an actual intention to avoid merger. But the use of the word 

actual requires caution, for it does not imply that the 
party had any knowledge of or intention as to the equitable 
doctrine ; it simply means that he meant to keep the inter: 
distinct And in speaking of circumstances after the uni 
of interests as being relevant to the question of intention, w 
are begging the point in Re Fletcher (supra), for that case 
decided by Astaury, J., on the ground that subsequent 
matters could not prove an intention existing agai 
merger at the time of union. In many cases there hav 
been strong reasons at that time for preventing a merge! 
the case, for instance, of a union of a term with the reversion, 
it is obviously relevant that the term is to be used as a sepa 
mortgage security Capital and Counties Bank v. Kl 
(1903, 1 Ch. 631). And if this reason existed at the time, 
effect as evidence against merger may be corroborated by 
sequent dealings with the reversion or the term as separat: 
existing estates. This corroboration was allowed in Le 
Thursby (1904, 2 Ch., p. 65), and in Re Fletcher (supra) Ast 
BURY, J., treated that case as shewing that subsequent dealings 


could only be used as evidence against merger where, at 


time of union, the party had an interest or was under a 
to prevent merger In other words, the intention aga 
merger cannot be shown merely by subsequent dealings 

But on this the Court of Appeal have overruled the lea: 
Judge, and, indeed, there is previous authority for the v: 
now taken In Hatch v. Skelton (20 Beav. 453), where 
equity of redemption devolved upon the mortgagee, his 
sequent dealing with the property was treated as evidenc: 
an intention to keep the mortgage alive. In Le Fletche: 
reversioners on a lease took an assignment of the term, 
there was no direct evidence of their intention as to merg* 
that time. About a year later they mortgaged the proper' 
and in the mortgage the term and the reversion were conveye( 


separately, as though they were separate interests. It bh 
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now been held that this was evidence of an ‘‘ actual ’’ intention 
to prevent merger existing at the date of the union of interests, 
and that merger was prevented accordingly. It will be remem- 
bered that the question of merger of charges upon the purchase 
of land was very much discussed a few years ago in Manks \v 
Whitely (1911, 2 Ch. 448, Parker, J.; 1912, 1 Ch. 735, C.A 
in H L. sub nom. Whiteley Vv Dela /, 1914. A. ©. 132), 
where the judgment of Parker, J., was restored and merget 
pre vented. That litigation is, perhaps, most noteworthy for 
the attempt made by Lord Mouton (then Mouton, L.J.) in 
the Court of Appeal to overrule the anomalous and incon 
venient decision in T’ou/min v. Steere (3 Mer. 214)—an attempt 
which unfortunately did not find favour in the House of 
Lords. 


The Military Service Acts. 


VI. CERTIFICATES OF EXEMPTION. 


} 


We have now considered the position of all but one of the ¢ lasse 
of men excepted from liability to military service under either 
of the Military Service Acts; the one remaining class is that 
created by section 8 of the second Act, namely, ‘‘ any person 
who has at any time since the beginning of the war been a pri 
soner Ol war, captured or interned by the enemy, and has been 
released or exchanged i No exce pt ion for these released pri 
soners appeared in the earlier Act, but cases arose where men 
ly unfit, who had given a parole 


had been exchanged as medica 
not to serye against Germany, and to meet this omission in the 
first Act the above provision was inserted in the second one 
as the result of an amendment in the House of Commons. 
This exception is unimportant and any comment upon it can 
be reserved till we deal with some other miscellaneous topics 
We now proceed to discuss the statulory provisions concerning 
certincates ol exemption under the tollowing five heads 
(1) the authorities competent to grant certificates, (2) the 
grounds for which alone they can be granted, (3) the forms 
which certificates may take, (4) their operation, and (5) their 
termination ‘ 

(1) .luthorities ¢ om petent to Girant Certificates. We have 
already made it clear that the various authorities which grant 
certificates or uds certificates of exe mption act intwodillierent 
capacities, according as they are dealing with attested or 
unattested men. In the former case they grant non-statutory 
certificates as agents of the Army Council, being empowered to 
do so by “‘ Instructions ’’ issued by that body ; in the latter case 
they grant statutory certificates which operate under the Acts 
But apart from this important distinction between the powers 
and functions of the competent authorities in those two cases, 
and a consequent difference in the effect of these two kinds of 
certificates, the general principles regulating each are analo- 
gous and can be discussed together. 

The competent authorities fall into three principal classes 
i) Local Tribunals, established in each separate national 
registration district, with Appeal Tribunals for larger areas, 
and a Central Tribunal for Great Britain (first Act, s. 2 (1) 
and Schedule 2). 

(1) Government Departments, recognized as such by the 


Treasury in case of dispute, who may grant certificates after 
consultation with the Army Council (/éid, s. 2 (2)) 

(11) Special ‘* Committees ’’ appointed by the Local Govern. 
ment Board in England, or the Scottish Secretary in Scotland, 
to deal with particular occupations. These Committees appear 
to be appointed under the special powers conferred by para 


graph 6 in the Second Schedule to the first Act: but in one 
case, that of qualified medical practitioners, section 7 of the 
second Act expressly directs that special ‘‘ professional com 
mittees’’ shall be appointed, under the powers conferred by 


that Schedule, to deal with all applications from medical men, 
except applications based on a conscientious objection (which 
latter presumably come before an ordinary Local] Tribunal) 
The various ** Dockyard Boards,’’ ‘‘ Colliery Courts,’’ and 





transport workers, miners, and railwaymen, might perhaps 
have been set up by the Local Government Board in this way, 
but we believe that in fact they have been constituted by the 
Home Office as a Government Department 

So far as can be gathered from the rather confused arrange- 


‘‘ Railway Boards *’ appointed to deal with the special case of 


ment of powers in the statutes and schedules, each one of these 
three « es of authorities can grant a statutory certificate,” 

a certificate which, in the case of an unattested man, 
excepts him for the time being from the operation of the 
statute But the classes with which they deal are very dif- 
ferent Local Tribunals, apparently, can hear applications 
from any person residing or employed in their district, except 
a medical practitioner, and even in his case they can hear an 
application based on the ground of conscientious objection. 
Government Departments can only issue certificates to the fol- 
lowing classé (a) ‘‘ men, or classes or bodies of men, in the 
ervice or employment of the Department,’’ (4) ‘‘ men, or 
classes or bodies of men, who are employed or engaged or 
ualified for employment or engagement in any work which is 


certified by the Department to be work of national importance 


and wl e exemption comes within the sphere of the Depart 
ment first Act, 2 (2)) 
In the case of Government Departments the statute has a 


number of complicated provisions, the practical effect of which 
is to create the following distinct classes of persons so exempted 
by the Department (shid, s. 2 (2)) 

(a) It may grant an*“ individual ’’ certificate of exemption 


to a particular person in its own employment Civil Servants, 
of course, get this class of certificate 

(4) It may grant an individual certificats to a particular 
perso! within its own sphere,’’ but not employed by itself, 
whom it deems « ngaged on or qualified for work of national 
mportance In this way the Admiralty in the case of seamen 


ind others engaged in the shipping trade, the Board of Educa 
tion in the case of many University teachers, the Board of 
Trade in th 


case of certain commercial pursuits, the Munitions 
Department in the case of men employed on munitions work, 


the Treasury and the Law Officers in a few special cases, have 
granted (so it is generally understood) individual certificates 


of exemption to many persons not directly engaged in their 
departinent, but ‘* qualified for work of national importance 
The men popularly described ‘ badged workers, who 
recelve a War Work badge and a certificate of exemption, 
belong to this category 

(c) It may certify that a ‘‘ class or body of men, either in 
its own service or within it phere, i ‘employed in or engaged 
on or qualified for work of national importance,’’ in which case 
any individual member of that ‘‘ class or body ’’ has to apply 
to the appropriate Local Tribunal (or, in the case of miners, 
engineers, &c., to a special committee’’) for an individual 
certificate of exemption In order to get such an individual 
certificate he must satisfy che Local Tyibunal (1) that he is 
a member of the class so certified, (2) that the employment 
certified is hi | 
it is in the national interest that he should be so employed 
rather than otherwise (first Act 2 (2), and Military Service 
(Regulations) Order, 1916, 3rd Fe bruary , Section [1., Rule 16 
and Section V., Rules 1-6). The Board of Trade has drawn u 


principal or usual oceupation,’’ and (3) that 


D 
a long list of ‘‘ certified occupation the members of which pel 
their exemption certificate on satisfying their Local Tribunal of 
these matters. Men exempted in this way are those popularly 
known a tarred men 

We ought finally to note here that the War Office itself is, of 
course, a Government Department, entitled to grant statutory 
certificates to persons in its service or within its sphere , 
As all persons of military age come by the statute ‘‘within its 
phere,’’ it may be assumed that the Army Council can grant 
a valid statutory certificate of exemption to any unattested 
man, or to the unattested members of an clas or ‘‘ body ”’ 
of men. on the ground that he or they are ‘ employed or en 
gaged or qualified for employment or engagement ’’ in work of 


national importance. The Army Council has in certain cases 





2s 


ge 
















ee Oe eee 



























net enya ew ee> 


2 pe ere nes = te RES 






$F oe 







ee eae 





ee NR me Te mm oe 






aeRO gree 






a 





266 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Feb. 17, 1917 








exercised this power by the issue, from time to time, of various 

‘Army Orders,’’ providing that certain recruiting officers may 
grant these certificates to (inter altos) youths of eighteen (1) in 
an officers training corps, (2) at a public schoo] preparing for 
the Army Entrance Competitive Examination, (3) who are 
taking a medical course with a view to become ‘‘ Probationary ”’ 
Surgeons in the Navy, and in a number of other cases. In 
the case of unattested men, it is submitted, these certificates— 
when formally 
Regulations for the time being in force 
cates of exemption of full effect, which are subject to all the 
incidents of such certificates as laid down by the statutes. It 
is now, however, no longer the practice of recruiting officers to 
grant formal certificates in such cases, but merely to give the 
exempt an informal certificate to the effect that he will not be 
called up until a certain date or the happening of a certain 
event. Such informal certificates, presumably, are not statu- 
tory certificates of exemption, but merely ‘‘ leave of absence ’’ 
from the Reserve, and can be withdrawn at any time. Buta 
general Proclamation or Order purporting to withdraw them 
is, it is submitted, not enough. Each individual holder of an 
informal certificate must receive notice that it is withdrawn in 
his case 

(2) Grounds of Exemption.—The grounds of exemption are 
contained in the first statute, and are as follows 

(i) That it is expedient in the national interests that he [the 
applicant | should, instead of being employed in military ser- 
vice, be engaged in other work in which he is habitually en- 
gaged, or if he is being educated or trained for any work, that 
he should continue to be so educated or trained. 

(ii) That serious hardship would ensue if the man were 
called up for Army Service owing to his exceptional financial 
or business obligations or domestic position.’’ 

(111) Ill-health or infirmity. 

(iv) Conscientiou objection to the undertaking ot com- 
batant service 

Comment on these grounds is not likely to assist prac 
titioners, since the Tribunals follow elaborate Instructions 

ued by the Local Government Board, which are constantly 
being varied. These are mostly printed as they are issued in 
Knight's Local Government Orders, which should be consulted 
by the practitioner instructed to apply for exemption. We 
need only note here the following points which are of especial 
importance 

(a) Government Departments cannot issue a statutory cer- 
tificate of exemption on any ground except the first (first 
Act, s. 2 (1)) Certificates of exemption which they may 
grant on other grounds are invalid as ultra vires, but, of 
for failure to obey a 
The same limi- 
‘ Special 


course, would be a reasonable excuse 
summons to report at the recruiting office 
tation attaches to certificates given by the various 
Committees ’’ of miners, transport workers, railwaymen, etc., 
except in the case of the Medical Committee, which can 
grant exemption to medical practitioners on any grounds except 

conscientious objec tion (second Act, s. 7) 

(+) Lo« il Tr bur ils eem not to be authorized by the War 
Office Instructions to grant attested men the non statutory cer- 
tificates (which alone such men can receive) on the last two 
grounds, namely, ill-health ’’ and ‘‘ conscientious objection.”’ 
The first is a matter [or the Medi al Board 2 the second 1s irrele- 
vant in the case of a man who has voluntarily enlisted Of 
if such a man only enlisted in the Royal Army Medical 
Corps, ot ittested for non-combatant work, then he is not 

‘member of His Majesty's Regular or Reserve Forces’’ who 
general service,’’ and so is not excepted from 
In such 


course, 


has enlisted for 
conscription by the second paragraph of Schedule 1 
case, being a const ript, he is entitled to apply for a statutory 


certificate on anv of the statutory grounds like other con- 


M ripts 

(c) It should be noted that Local Tribunals have no power to 
grant certificates of exemption to the effect that a man is 
within one of the statutory exemptions, ¢.g., the regular 
minister of a religious denomination, a man discharged on the 
grounds of ill-health, or a man not ordinarily resident in Great 


granted in the prescribed manner under the | 
are statutory certifi- | 


ee 
Britain. These are matters outside their jurisdiction alto- 
gether. If any dispute arises as to whether or not a man is 
‘liable to military service or excepted from liability, only 4 
civil court—usually the magisterial court on a summons against 
the defendant as an absentee reservist—can decide the point. 
Any Tribunal certificate of exemption on such a ground is 
| invalid as u/tra vires, and does not bind justices at all An 
application for such a certificate is improper and should not be 
heard by the Tribunal, except in the case of men discharged 
from the Army on medical grounds, who have doubts whether 
or not their discharge was really on the ground of “‘ disable- 
ment or ill-health,’’ so as to except them from the scope of the 
statute. In such cases a certificate of exemption on medical 
grounds given by the Tribunal, on the assumption that the man 
was not discharged on medical grounds, is sometimes useful. 
Since the Tribunal can grant such certificates on any evidence 
of ill-health which they deem satisfactory, the exemption would 
in this case be valid supposing the exception turned out to 
be invalid. In a certain number of cases wounded or disabled 
men, whose period of service was about to expire, have been 
retained till then and discharged as ‘‘ time-expired’’ men, 
although in reality unfit for service, with the result that. they 
are caught by the Second Military Service Act. In such cages, 
and in others where the discharge has not been expressly made 
on medical grounds, the discharged man should apply to the 
Tribunal for a certificate of exemption on ground (111) 


(To be continued.) 
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Digest.—Mews’ Digest of English Case Law. Annual Supple- 
ment, 1916, containing all the reported Decisions of the Superior 
Courts, including a Selection from the Scottish and Irish. By Jony 
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Review.—Minnesota Law Review. Vol. I, No. 1. January, 1917. 
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Correspondence. 


Registration of Business Names. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I practise as the firm of Peard and Son. It is clear from 


the Act that I must disclose this fact on my notepaper, but Is It 
necessary on bills of costs and affidavits filed, &c. ? 


D Hy. Terrevt Prarp 

nion Bank Chambers, Katherine-street, Croydon, Feb. 1 

Section 16 (ce) requires publication of the statutory particulars 
on all “ trade catalogues, trade circulars, show-cards, and business 
letters.’ ‘Show-cards” is defined by section 22, and neither this, 
nor any of the other terms, appear to apply to the documents 
usually bearing a solicitor’s name except his business letters.— 
Ep. S.J.] 


The Military Service Acts. 
[V'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 
Sir—I think there is an error in your article on the Military 
Service Acts in your issue of the 3rd instant. It occurs under 
section IV. (5), in which you state that in an “unreported — case r 
which. in the absence of the recruiting officer, his sergeant hat 


1 certificate of rejection, such certificate was not held to be 


Issue d é 1 
» whom It 


a sufficient certificate, and it was held that the man t 
was issued had not been rejected. ; 
You appear to have pote we the case of Walder Turner 
(reported in 1917, 1 K. B., on p. 39.). - 
It does not seem that the sergeant had given his certificate unt f 
The objection was that he had made no — 
of examination, which under Recruiting Regulation 102 he —— 
have made, and that therefore he had not properly exer’ ised 
authority vested in him by that Regulation. CL Kine 
Austin Friars House, Austin Friars, London, E.C., Feb. © 
[We are obliged to our correspondent for calling our atten 
the report of Walder v. Turner, which we had not noticed 
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time our observations on it as an 


‘unreported case” 
ucts at a subsequent date 
on the omission of the sergeant to make an examination in accord 7 
ance with Regulation 102, and not 
he had given the certificate 


on the ground that 
under a mistake of fact 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


Ke FLETCHER. READING v. FLETCHER. 


January ; 8th February. 


rt euduary leqatees 

if premises comprised 
made in 1851, purchased the 
prope rty, and subse que ntly am quired the 


nand demised by a lease for ninety 
leasehold house 
ment being expressed to he 


mortgaged the pro 
later hy a deed which 
and then conve yed the 
reversing Astbury, 


term had not merged 


Appeal by the defendants from a decision of Astbury, 
The facts, as stated by the Master of the Rolls in 
his judgment, were as follows ninety-six years 


The lessee died 1863, and his executors 


Reading for the remainder of the term 
tract thrown upon the house 


the entire rent being by 
Reading died in 1886, and the leasehold 


In January, 1914, the reversion in fee simple in all the property 





teading, and thei: 
subject to and with the benefit « 
1914, the executors and trustees of the will of Hannah Reading assigned 
tenants in common, for the 
By a deed dated 


residuary legatees under the 
residue of the term, thus effecting a merger at 


the defendants s ibject 
reciting that the leasehol« 


and reciting the conveyance of 27th January, 1914, the mortgagors as 
beneficial owners assigned the leasehold premises to the mortgagee for 
the residue of the term of years, and conveyed the property comprised 
in the conveyance of 27th January, 1914, subject to the lease, to the 
mortgagee in fee simple by way of mortgage 
1915, Emily Fletcher died intestate and without issue 
heir-at-law, and the defendant 


of the Court first 


was her brother and 


The defendant contended that the term was 
was contrary to the interest 
There was evidence that 





and intention of the reversioners to merge it was amended bv section 1 





the plaintiff was entitled to succeed 
adv. vult 


THe Court allowed the appeal 





e intention and the duty of the parties 
vidence of intention ; 





means of expressed intention 


effect of a declaration made some time, say twelve months, 





ugh its weight might be 


intention at a particular time by 


Doe vy. Allen (12 Ad. & Ellis, 451), 


ron Evidence, sect. 1209. There 


expressed in December, 1914. It was 


vas any duty to prevent merge! 
to prevent ‘it But in October 
that l the leas ind (2) the 
vere vested in them as tenants 

is separate properties What 


ose tw ladies were innocent of 


ind in truth thev had no in 


But, having regard to the form of the 


herein contained, it was admis 
then belreved there was no 


intention in the previous Decembe 
ay In those circumstances, with 


vy, the appeal must be allowed 
J., delivered judgment to the 


fence of a desire or imtention on 


to acquire the freehold was no 
merce! C'OUNSEI \ Vicklem, 
Pussell, K.C.. and (. J. Farwell 
Rohinson d& Morgan, Birming 
for Chamberla d Johnson 


Layeronp Lewis, Barrister at-Law.) 


No. 1. 30th January. 


Ve TO ENFORCE CHARGING ORDER 


FORECLOSURE OR FOR SALE IN 
ASSIGNMENT OF SHARES SUBJECT TO CHARGE 


or Court NECESSARY—CoURTS 


& 3S (EO. 3. « 78 3 l l 
Aer, 1916 (6 & 7 Gro. 5. c. 18). 


ying order on shares belonging 
we The shares were subec 
ansterred, subject to the charge, 


ng con menced proceeding fo 


“dd he commenced without the 
the 4 rts (hmergency Powers 
the defendants arose tram the 


le alter the war 


ision of Astbury. J. (reported 


before the outbreak of war, recovered 


sum of £62 and costs, and in 


order on certain shares in a limited 


Shanks having become bank 
in February, 1916, sold these 


the plaintiff's charge On 27th 
originating summons to entorce the 


of what was due to him from 


might be sold and the purchase 
order The defendants took the 


enforce the charge without the 


heing obtained under the Courts (Emergency 
tbury J upheld the hiection and 
ie” plaintiff appealed 


stated the fact proceeded 
he Act of 1914. that it did not 


proceedings for a foreclosure; it only 


foreclosure Re Farnol, Kades 


22 Own to that decision the 
of the Courts (Emergency Powers 
that the provisions of the Act of 
extend to the institution of pro 


ien of fore sure But it was 


that Act sl ild not apply to the 


id to be peculiar, a nivy being 
osure There wa however, no 
re sure or sale pplied only 
nt ealize hi ‘ iritv either 
full 7 er under section 25 of 
sale of the mortgaged property 
t Next althougl t was not 
a ft ‘ prohibit igainst 
’ e in lieu of fore sure 
Further, it was argued that 
Act applied nm the round 
pursuance f a contract made 
the present mortgagee to sue 
{1 t with Shanks. nor did it 
mpt nt the defendant itter 
t! ’ ! tract Tor pay 
jer a il in eState was 
n f } f inger cl lren 
it i ntiract t pay The 
( t ight pot th plaintiff 
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to some ii 


xpense, but that could not be helped. The , of alimony, pendente lite or otherwise, and it would be wholly inequitab!; 


decision of y as right, and the appeal must be dismissed that the husband should be relieved from contributing to his » 
WARRINGTO ‘ ‘ said that in his opinion the true meaning of | support during the period covered by the deed. Moreover, 


HULTON +. HULTON. No. 2. 29th, 30th, and 3lst January ; 


find th 


f forech vas that the Act applied [ defendant made it a condition that all correspondence should be 
the ordinary f the Court was to | returned by the wife for the purpose of it being destroyed 
t the appli i vas for foreclosure or sale | correspondence had been returned to him, so that there were 
idement to tl effect stances which would entitle the wife, were it necessary, to plead 
Harold Simm . se 
(- Rendall: Clou ' y, | which would render any order on the wife to repay most Inequita 
The appeal failed on all three grounds, and would be dismissed 
[Reported by H. Laneroan Lawis, Barristerat-Law.) costs. Lush, J., was clearly right on all points. The cross-app: 
which had been abandoned, would be dismissed, with costs als« 
Bankes and Scrutron, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect 
expressed the opinion that the Judge at the trial was right in dis 
| ing the action on the issue of damages.—CowuNSEL, for the app« 
Deep I> » BY FRAUD OF HUSBAND | Sefwahe, K.C., and Barrington-Ward; for the respondent, Str 
\CTION FOR CEIT—RESCISSION Ot Simon, K.C.. Hemmerde, K.C., 0. O. Willis, and Guedalla. Sorc 
We R 0 Lewis &- Lewia; Guedalla & Jacobson. 
(Reported by Ersxtne Rep, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


fl as a dete e to the claim for restifutio in integrum 


ist February. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Jte THORNE. THORNE v. CAMPBELL PRESTON. Astbury, J 
ist February. 
judgment OF | SETTLEMENT—COVENANT TO SETTLE AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY} 
jury Phe PRESSED INTENTION TO EXemMPT—-PURPOSE INCONSISTENT WITH THE 
ged that the SETTLEMENT 
his means, | ‘ fa saum oney to purchase a memento of me whicl 
an in yqeat n rT , l necklace ix an absolute gift, and would 
parties ! ttle after-ac quired property 
further claimed to ‘ nu 882. 22 D. 275) followed 
learned Judge held ch a i 1 gift of prope rty as to which in the instrur 
n which damages snder cl 2 sired an intention is expressed that it shal 
a remedy, ior the re mepl > renon ttle atter acquired pr perty, becau 
hin section id ol t th } ix clearl neonsistent with the gift being settled ti 
3 ‘ at issue the action | « t ane / resxary under such an exception to ex} 
frand, it was left to the jury to say whether uM ¢ F 
fraudulent representations and concealment ‘ inwaring 8 ttlement (1866, L. 2. 2 Kg. 487) applied 
t leed They nswered this question In 


, i summons taken out by executors to determine whe 
iderati the irned Judge held tha : 


id Y i y a brother to his sister was ‘caught by a covenant to settle 
deed re = both i, - sae sea al quired property Phe settlement, which was an ante-nuptial 
i : 1905 ontained a covenant to settle any property of or 
— cer serge ap vife or the husband in her right should become seiz« 
vithin section 12 of th _ r entitled durir y the coverture, except inter alia) the f 
ordered the deed to be g property : (a) property of less value than £1,000 vesting in posses 
m tnat i ntiff was not bound by during the said intended coverture at the same time and from a 
1s brought the marriage had been dissolved source; (b) any property as to which in the instrument under 
- h it is acquired by the wife or in a writing signed by the dono 
une ge mit ed, on Ne mong th ." he f such property either before or within three calendar months afte1 
vwelgnt « evidence ane further hat ere 


lone under it, the deed had ceased to be operative 


making the gift thereof an intention is expressed that it shall be 


thout restitulio 4 nteqrum » plaint 
- rwewee cm The plaintiff | cxempt from this present covenant or from any provision of a like 


e ruling of the | tite ae? Sa & coe Tor | nature; and (c) moveable chattels or effects of household, domesti: 
1 not be maintained. At the se of the defendant's case, personal use or ornament A similar clause is in Key and Elp! 
rs. Hulton explained that if the appeal by the defendant | .tone’s Prec. in Conv. 1904). 8th ed.. Vol. II.. p. 511 The wife’s brother 
1, it Was not pt posed to proceed with the Cross appeal, | made a will in 1914 bequeathing his residuary trust estate to his trustees 
obtained the pecuniary redress she sought in the more | on trust for sale, and to divide the proceeds of such sale equally be 
f alimony granted her recently in the Divorce Court tween the wife and his other sisters and his brother, and by a codicil 
a matter of law that the decision of Lush, J., on this n 1915 he bequeathed to the wife ‘£1,000 with which to purchase . 
and that she was not barred by section 12 of the mements of me which I suggest might be a pearl necklace.’’ He died 
m maintaining an action for damages based on deceit n September, 1915, leaving considerable estate, and there was no 
defendant having been heard in rep.y, evidence as to whether he knew of the covenant in his sister's marr 
Eapy, L.J.. dealing with the points of law raised only by settlement or not 
ndant’s appeal, said the only question left to the jury was Astsury, J., after stating the facts, said : The £1,000 was g 
he representations made by the defendant as to his means the wife absolutely unfettered by any obligation to devote it to 
und whether the plaintiff was thereby induced to accept particular purpose, and unless it falls within the exceptions 
vear under the deed His lordship went through the evidence caught by the covenant : Re Attnutt (1882, 22 Ch. Div., pp 
and said that, without expressing any opinion as to the con Scholfield v. Spooner (1884, 26 Ch. Div., pp. 94 and 100). The ex 
himself should have arrived at from the evidence, it was tion (b) in this settlement has been drawn by conveyancers with a 
} » say there w material before the jury on which they could to escaping from Scholpeld Spooner, The question, therefore, is whe 
eir verdict There was this to be said it he fully agreed with in the codicil an intention is expressed that the £1,000 shal] be exe 


r M 


} 


vis 


the jury that, in view of the defendant's means, an allowance of £500 from the covenant or ‘‘ from any provision of a like nature.’’ Ir 


a year was 


holly in idequate Then it was ext contended that the yu lament, if these words in lude a positive statement or intimation by 


plaintiff could n t maintain this action } n of section 12 of the donor that the gift is made for the purpose of some definite exper 
Married Women's Property Act, 1882, » h provided that a married ture or application by the donee inconsistent with the handing 
woman should have all civil and criminal remedies for the protection trustees, as well as a negative statement that the gift was to be apy 


and 
she 


Act of 


tect 


urity of her separate property against her husband, except that to a purpose clearly inconsistent with its being settled, that is suffi 
uld not sue him for a tort It was not disputed that before the | to bring it within exception (b), and there is no necessity to ex; 
1882 a court of equity could vive a il remedy for such pro a negative intention : see Thornton vy. Bright (1836, 2 My. & C1 

toam i woman suing by her next friend tis opinion the 255) and Re Mainwaring’s Settlement (1866, L. R. 2 Eq. 487) 


contention of the defendant that the richt t f res ‘ £1,000 legacy is accordingly payable to the wife, and not subjé 


a dee 


substan 


He tl 
ha 


rl 


mone 


But 


defendant be liable t vision for his wife by way mineral rights to a colliery company by a mineral lease giving 


y 


lon the ! id was taken aw ) 12 hecause in the covenant.—CounseL, W 1. Peek; J. W. M. Holmes Ke 
ss an action in - t well founded W ood Sortcrrors, Hopwood d& Sone. 

not suing for a‘t thin the meaning of the [Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister at-Law.] 
wns did ‘ ent the plaintiff from 


the deed of « \ third paint taken be Je GRIFFITHS. GRIFFITHS AND ANOTHER v. RIGGS, Younger, | 


endant was that » plaintiff was entitled to 3lst January. 


rescission uld only retain the judgment on her returning the | Lease—ConstTrucTionN—COVENANT FOR QUIET ENJOYMENT—‘‘ CLAIMING 


t} leed by vy of restitutio in inteqrum FROM OR UNDER.”’ 


t mu forg t dy e period of payment the In 1896 A. and B., the then trustees of the will of C., leased certain 


’ the 
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colliery company power to work minerals. In 1908 A. and D., the 
trustees of the will of C., leased the surface over the said colliery on 
a ninety-nine years lease, with a me seuage then in course of erection, 


and the lease contained m covenant for quiet enjoyme nt ‘without 
any lawful interruption from or by the lessors or any person rightfully 
claiming from or under them.’ The house was completed, and the 


lease thereof alleged a subsidence, and a summons was issued to 
determine the liability of A. and D. or either of them on the asau np 
tion that the damage if any) was aused by the proper working of 
the collie ry. 

Held, that only 1. was liable 

This was a summons to determine whether the plaintiffs were Hable 
under a lease for damage done to a colliery which was admittedly 
properly worked, irrespective of exceptions and liberties in another 
document called a surtace lease. By the surface lease the plaintiffs 
Griffiths and Martin, who were trustees of the will of one Webb, who 
had died prior to the mineral lease hereinafter referred to, demised 
to the defendant a piece of land with the messuage then in course of 





the statements could not be held to have been made through hope or 
fear induced by a person in authority 

rhe appellants Colpus and Boormar were convicted at the Lewes 
Assies of conspiracy to defraud the military authorities Boorman 
ind he had made arrangements 


was a company quartermaster-sergeal 








for the washing of his company to be done at a laundry, of which 
Colpus was manager. He obtained a cheque payable to the laundry 
for £21 more than the sum due to them, which cheque was cashed 
by Colpus. When th vas dis ered a military court of inquiry 
is constituted to inquire ito the ircumstances, and statements, 
not on oath, were made by these two appellants before that court 
White, who wa juartermaster-sergeant of another company of the 
same battalion, and who obtained a cheque for £30 more than the sum 
| due, was convicted of obtaining the cheque by false pretences and of 
onversion. He also made a statement before the same court of inquiry 


erection upon it, for a term of ninety-nine years from 1904, at a} 


yearly rent of £1. The defendant contracted to complete the messuage 
and keep it in repair and yield it up in good repair at the end of the 
term. Mines and minerals and liberty of working and liberty of inte: 
course from the adjoining land were ex epted and reserved there 
from. The lease contained the following covenant The lessors as 
to their own respective acts and deeds, but not further or otherwise, 
do hereby respectively covenant with the lessee that the lessee, paying 
the rent hereby reserved and observing and performing the covenants 
and conditions herein contained, and on his part to be observed and 
performed, shall and may quietly possess and enjoy the said premises 
during the said term without any lawful interruption from or by the 
Jessors or any person rightfully claiming from or under them.’’ The 
mines underlying the premises had been demised in 1896 by the then 
trustees, the said Griffiths and one Shenton, for a term of sixty years to 
a colliery company which was empowered to work the minerals. The 
messuage or dwelling-house was completed, and the defendant alleged 
that it had suffered damage by subsidence. Counsel for the plaintiffs 


contended that the colliery company was not a person claiming ‘* from 
or under ’’ the plaintiffs. The company ‘‘ claimed from or under’ the 
lessees of the mineral lease. A distinction must be observed between 


“claiming under’’ and ‘‘holding under.”’ The word ‘ claiming 
without connection meant deriving title. The covenant did not apply 
to the present circumstances, and the plaintiffs were not liable. Counsel 
for the defendants argued that the covenant meant claiming from 
or under"’ the landlords generally, and that both the plaintiffs were 
liable, but that in any event Griffiths, who was a party to both the 
leases, was liable. 

Youncer, J., after stating the facts, said: I hold that Griffiths 
alone is liable. I should have been glad to wead the covenant for quiet 
enjoyment as protecting the lessee against lawful interruption by any 
one claiming or holding under the present or any previous trustees, 
which was probably not less than the parties meant; but the words 
used cannot be stretched so far, and must be given a narrower con 
struction. It is a several covenant; the lessors respectively covenanted 
as to their own respective acts and deeds, that there should be no law 
fu] interruption by any person rightfully claiming from or under both 
Grifiths was a party to the mineral lease, so the lawful interruption 
was due to his own act. The interruption was at the instance of one 
rightly claiming under him and Martin, because though “ claiming 
from them ”’ might extend only to the case of a mineral lease by both, 
mineral Jessees holding the property under them by ‘virtue of the 
devolution of the reversion to them. It might be possible to arrive at 
the same result by adding, for the. purpose of construction, ‘* re 
spectively after ‘‘ claiming from or under them.’ COUNSEL, Clauson, 
K.C., and MacSwinney ; Mathew, K.C., and LL. Mixon. Soricrrors, 
Le Brasseur & Oakley, for Le Brasseur & Co.. Newport. Mon. ; Church, 
tdams, Prior, & Bulmer. 

(Reported by L.. M. Mar, Barristeret-lLaw.] 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v», COLPUS, BOORMAN AND WHITE. 22nd and 29th January. 


Criminan LAW—EvVIDENCE—STATEMENT MADE At MuitiTary Court oF 
INQUIRY—STATEMENTs INDUCED By Hore on FEAR—ARMy ACT, 1881 
44 & 45 Vict. c. 58)—RvLes or PRocepuRE MADE THEREUNDER 
On the trial at aasizes Of a soldier and a civilian, and on the trial of 

another soldier, evidence was given of statements, not on oath, made 

by all of them before a military court of inquiry By virtue of Rule 
of Procedure No 124 L.. made under the irmy ict, 1881. such state 
ments are **not admissible in evidence aqainst an officer or soldier 

except upon the trial of an officer or soldier under section 29 of the 
irmy Act for perjury hefore that court Section 29 provides for the 
trial of such an offence by court-martial, 


Held, that the rule of procedure only applied to military tribunals, 
and did not render the statements inadmissible in a civil trial; that. 
in the abaence of evidence that the prisonera knew of the rule of proce- 
dure. the statements could not he held to have heen induced by hope 
aroused by the rule: and that. aa evidence waa qiven that the soldier 
Prisonera could have refused to make any atateme nt had they wished, 


At their trial the statements made by the three appellants were given 
in evidence Under the Army Act, 1881, s. 70, rules of procedure 
} 


i regulating the proceedings before a court of inquiry have been made 
one i hich, ru No. 124 L, pr des that The proceedings of a 
court of inquir or any mitession, statement vr answer a question 
made or given at a court of inquiry shall not be admissible in evidence 
against an officer or soldier, nor shall any evidence respecting the pro 
ceedings the court be given against at v officer or soldier except 
upon the trial of any officer or soldier under section 29 of the Army 
Act for wilfully viving false evidence before that court Section 29 
of the Army Act provides for su trial by urt-martial. The 
ipypre llant appealed n the rg ind that bv this regulation the evidence 
f the statements made by the twe ridier ippellante vas NI mgly 
1dmitted in evidence at the trials, and as Colpus had only been con 

icted of conspiring with Boorman his conviction could not stand if that 
of Boorman was quashed. It s further contended that the statements 
of the soldier appellants must be taken to have been induced by regula 
tion 124 L., and that ar tatement made before such a court of inquiry 
must be said to have been induced by hope or fear,unless the witness had 


claiming under them'"’ might extend to the present case of the | 


been warned that he need not make any statement unless he wished to, 
and that on these grounds also the evidence was inadmissible 
The judgment of Tue Court (Lord Reapine, C.J Riptey and 


CoteripGe, JJ.) was delivered by 


Lord Reapine, C.J In our judgment this regulation only applies 
to military tribunals, and has no application to trials in civil courts. 
It is clear that the regulations were passed to regulate trials before 
military tribunals. The Army Act conferred jurisdiction on military 
tribunals in certain cases, but did not oust the jurisdiction of the 
ivil courts. An exception is purported to be made to this regula- 
tion. namely Except upon the trial of any officer or soldier under 
section 29 of the Army Act for vilfully viving false evidence before 
that court.’ It would be a most « xtraordinary result if the state 
ments could be used in a prosecution for perjury before a court-martial 


but not on a trial for perjury in a civil court. If the argument 
of the ippellants s corre that must ievitably result Without 


roing further into the matter, it is quite clear to us that this regula 


tion has » bearing on civil trials, but only affects military tribunals 


It is also said that the appellants were induced by hope or fear in 
duced by i person mn aunthorits be 1use, firstly two otf the appellants 
vere under military Jaw, and had appeared before a court of inquiry 


composed of officers, and were bound by these regulations, and it is 


said they must be presumed to know the regulations and consequently 





ought to be treated as if they entered the couTt of inquiry in answer 
to that invitation and with that promise held out The difficulty in 
the way of that argument that it has no foundation in fact: it 1s 
abundantly clear that not one ‘of the men ever had the regulation 
in mind, and therefore wuld not have been induced | wy provision 
in the regulation. It 1 purely artificial argument founded on the 


principle that a man is presumed to know the law If the point had 


been brought before the judge, it would have been a matter of dis 
cretion for him whether such an inducement was made as would shut 
out the evidence or not Then it is said*that these soldiers were 
brought before a tribunal nsisting of men in authority, and may be 
said to have been induced by fear to make the statements. If that 
is in itself an inducement it is difficult to see how any statement to 


a person in authority could be admissible Dealing with the facts, 
the only evidence is that of the officer who presided it the court of 
inquiry, and he said that the two soldier appellants were not bound 
to make any statement In the absence of any other evidence we 
annot ome to the conclusion that the statements were iduced by hope 
or fear, but are of opinion that they were made freely and voluntarily 
For these reasons the appe ils fail CouUNSEI for ippellant Colpus, 
fr. f Whiteley: for appellants Boorman and White, 7 /esiqer for the 
Crowr The Solicitor-Ceneral Sir Gordon Hewart, KA Branson, 
and 7. Matheu Souicrrors, Triggs, Turner, & Hart; The Regiatrar 
of the Court of Criminal i ppeal , The Director of Public Pro 


rted by A. L. B. Taestoenr, Barrister-et-Law 


ecutionea 


Alderman George Harrison, of Welshpool, Montgomery, solicitor, 
Clerk of the Peace in 1884, Clerk to the Count 
Mavor of Welshpool left estate of gross value &£ 

The Right Hon. Sir Roland Bowdler Lomax Vaughan-Williams, late 
i Lord Justice of Appeal, of High Ashes Farm, Abinger, near Dorking 
ind Trebovir-road, Earl's Court, left unsettled estate of gross value 


£18,316 
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Railway Company have placed the services of their general manager, 
Mr. Guy Calthrop, at the disposal of the President of the Board of 
Trade to take charge of the new department. 
Mr. Calthrop’s official designation will be Controller of Coal Mines 
and his office will be No. 8, Richmond-terrace, Whitehall, S.\ 
arrangement with the Home Secretary, Sir Richard Redmayne 
H.M. Chief Inspector of Mines), will assist the Controller. The 

assisted by an advisory committee consist 
represent coal owners and coal miners 
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The Law Society. 
THE PRIME MINISTER 
acknowledgment has received 
iddressed to the Prime Ministe 
Vas passed at the spec al general meetil 

p. 238) 
Vning-street Whitehall, S W 

7th February 
Minister wishes me to ask you to 
mbers of the Law Society his sincere thanks for the 
their general meeting on 26th January. M) 
desires me to say that he feels highly gratified at the 
sion of vod will and appreciation of the representatives of 


fession to which he always feels it an honour to belong Yours 
‘F. L. STevey 
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Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

this association held their usual monthly 
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the other directors present being Messrs. F. E. F 
Blandy teading), T. G. Curtis, W. E. Gillett, C 

W. North Hickley, J. F. Rowlatt 

(rants to the amount of £403 were made to poor and dese! ving 

were admitted, and other general business tra 

An applicant (widow) has recently died at the age of ninety-five 

assistance from the Benevolent Associati 

uunting to £1,770 life member 


lirectors of 
Law So 


( hair, 


six new members 


Solicitors’ 


Her 


received 
1872 


1863 


um husband became a 


University College, London. 
The Old Empire 
by Dr. A. P 
February 


Hon W I 


lectures on 
lege, 
13th 
Rt 


six Rhode 
del vered 
5 30 pn 
ure will 
Ne \ Zea 1ud 
Rhodes lecture will also be delivered by the Rt. H 

Constitutional the British Empire, 
n Wednesday February, at 5.30 p.n 

by the Rt the Earl of Halsbury 


pub if 
it University ( 
beginning on 


by the 


Ne 
Phe 
taken 


lect he 


Unions in 
28th 
Hon 


» the public without fee or ticket 








British Prisoners of War. 


on Monday, Mr. J. F. Hope, re} 
retary for Foreign Affairs to a lt 
ime-Williams, said The Netherland Government 
ed to assume charge of British interests in Germany, and 
loubt that, in due irrangements will be mad: 
the Netherland at Berlin to visit the ps 
here British prisoners of war are interned and to report 
which prevail 


It he House of Commons 
behalf 


Mr. H 


lise 


the Se series of ai 

i 
have 
‘ 
nave mo ¢ ourse, 
ficials of 


rmany 


Legation 


the conditions 


The 


Government have not yet definitely accept 
repatriation from Switzerland of prisoners 
their transfer to Switzer 
repeatedly made the stt 
yvvernment with a 
the United States 
interned 


(;erman 
lor 
en disabilities 
His Majesty ernment have 
possible repre to the Turkish Ge 
permission for representatives of 
vhere British prisoners of 
been unsuccessful, but they are being 
of the camps have bee 
Committee of the Red Cr 
The information which |} 
j vernment from divers sources is to the effect 
mditions under vhich the officer ire int 
erable, but that the situation of the prisoners of other rank 
n deplorable. In regard to the last part of the quest 
nt of the United States Ambassador leaving 
requested to try to obtain to visit the 


the 
» developed since 
(70% 


sentations 
btainu 

he camps war are 

e until now 
( ued In the me 
delegates of the [International 
rt has not yet 


Majestv’s Go 


intime certai 


been received 


prisoners of wa> 


Consta 
leave cami 


is re 


matter 





present that the eiving attention 









eling 

May 
rham, 
a ird, 


ises, 
icted 

who 

nce 


Feb. 17,1917 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 271 








The Defence of the Realm 
(Acquisition of Land) Act, 191. 


The following are extracts from a paper entitled ‘‘ Some Notes on 
the Defence of the Realm (Acquisition of Land) Act, 1916,’’ read by 
Edwin Savill (Member of Council), at the ordinary general meeting of 
the Surveyors’ Institution, held on Monday, 12th February, 1917. 

Under section 1, sub-section (1), the Government department in 
possession may, after the termination of the war, continue in possession 
for a period not exceeding two years, and, with the consent of the 
Railway and Canal Commission, referred to as ‘‘ the Commission,”’ for 
a further period not exceeding three years, making five years in all. 
There are at least three points upon this sub-section which appear to 
me to require clearing up :— 

1. Nothing is said as to the owner or former occupier of the land 
having the right to appear before the Commission to protest against 
the continuance of the occupation after two years. One must assume 
that he would be given such right, and that the Commission would 
take into consideration his objection. 

2. The same omission applies to the provision that the certificate of 
a Government department 1s primd facie evidence that the department 
is in possession. ‘The question is likely to lead to much dispute, and 
the owner should certainly be heard. 

3. Apparently the occupying department can give up possession of 
the land at any time without notice. This is hardly reasonable, because 
it would almost certainly entail a loss of rent to the owner, even if he 
knew the land had been vacated, but in many cases he would not know. 
I have already come across instances where the owner is uncertain 
whether his land is in military occupation or not. Notice has been given 
to take the land, it has been occupied, and subsequently the troops 
have left, but no notice having been given to the owner he does not 
know whether the vacation is temporary or permanent, and consequently 
he dare not let his land, and it remains idle and gets into bad condition. 
If the vacation proves to be permanent he loses his rent, and the strange 
part about it is that he is unable to ascertain what is the position. In 
some cases, no doubt, the length of the notice to be given might form 
part of the terms and conditions. 

Section 1, sub-section (3), provides for the payment of rent and com 
pensation, the amount, failing agreement, to be determined in accordance 
with the provisions of this Act. The wording of this sub-section presents 
many difficulties. The occupying department shall pay rent in respect 
of any land which continues in its occupation, ‘‘ and such continuance 
shall be upon and subject to such terms and conditions as to com- 
pensation or otherwise (including compensation for any depreciation 
attributable to works and buildings not removed),’’ &c. The owners 
appear to be in a very invidious position. They have for the most part 
given the departments a free hand—that is to say, they have made 
no objection to the free exercise of all departmental powers, and rents 
and compensation in many cases have been nominal. Many owners are 
no doubt anxious to regain possession of their land at the earliest 
moment compatible with national interest. No provision is made fo 
the occupying department at the termination of the war to give notice 
to the owner that occupation is to ¢éontinue. Presumably it may con 
tinue automatically for two years, the department having the power 
to abandon the land before the termination of the two years. Provision 
is made for fixing the rent, but the terms and conditions as to com 
pensation or otherwise would appear to have to be fixed at the beginning 
of the continuance. In ordinary circumstances it would seem desirable 
that the compensation should be settled at the time of the subject- 
matter of the compensation arising. Compensation for consequential 
damage might be fixed at the time of the continuance, but compensation 
for damage to the land for buildings not removed at the expiration of 
the holding should be fixed when the occupation ceases. Owners will 
need to be very carefully advised if in fixing the terms many items of 
compensation are not to be omitted. , 

Under section 2, sub-section (1), the department has the right after 
the termination of the war, and while it remains in occupation of the 
land, to remove any buildings or other works it has erected for purposes 
m connection with the war, or buildings or works erected with the 
consent of the department at the expense of some person not interested 
in the land. Provided that (a) where the building or work was erected 
partly at the expense of the landowner, or (b) where under an agree 
ment with the department the landowner is entitled to the building o1 


without the consent of the landowner. It appears obvious that the 
department must retain possession of all land upon which buildings have 
been erected pending a decision as to whether the buildings are worth 
removing, and, in cases where it is decided to remove, the department 
must retain possession unti] the removal is completed. This will neces 
sarily entail great delay in the relinquishment of land for which, but 
for this clause, the department would have no further use. Where 
buildings occupy a smail portion of the land only, it would seem advisable 
for the department and the owner to come to an arrangement whereby 
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to its original condition, or compensate the owner for depreciation caused 
by the disturbance of the soil It must be remembered that the con 
tinuance of possession after the war shall be upon terms and conditions 
as to compensation or otherwise as shall be agreed or arbitrated upon 


Section 2 (2) makes provision only for reinstatement of, or compensation 
tor, the disturbance of the soil where buildings or works have been 
ramoved, but nothing is said as to reinstatement of, or compensation 
for, the disturbance of the soil on other parts of the land. For example, 
where lands are used for an aerodrome a few sheds are erected, and if 
they are removed, the land upon which they stood has to be reinstated 
or the owner compensated, but that is a very small part of the damage 
Ditches may have been filled in, drains blocked, hedges removed, and 
timber felled. I assume that if the land is given up at the termination 
of the war the owner would be compensated for all these things by the 
Defence of the Realm (Losses) Commission, but if the department con 
tinues in possession after the war, then all these matters must be 
arranged for in settling the terms of the continuance. If they are 
omitted no compensation need be paid 

Section 3 deals with the purchase of land, and, unlike the preceding 


sections which come into force only on the termination of the war, 
this section came into force upon the passing of the Act, and by sub 
section (1) gives powers to tne Government to purchase (¢) any land 
in the possession of an upying department or any interest in such 
land; (b) any land on, over, or under which any buildings, works, 01 


improvements have, for purposes connected with the present war, been 
erected, constructed, or made, wholly or partly at the expense of the 
State, or any interest in such land. The powers are limited in time 
to within three years of the termination of the war For the purpose 
of the acquisition of land the provision of the Lands Clauses Act shall 
be incorporated with this Act subject to the modifications contained in 
the Schedule to this Act Therefore notice to treat can now be served 
upon any owner whose land is in the occupation of one of the Clovern 
ment departments, or upon which buildings have been erected by such 
department It should be remembered that a certificate by the de part 
ment is primd facie evidence. of its being in possession of land, but 
whether this fact has to be determined before or after the serving of 
a notice to treat is not clear, although it seems desirable that owners 
should comply with the provisions of the Lands Clauses Act even 
though it is considered advisable to dispute the occupation 

Section 3, sub-section (2).—This sub-section gives power to the 
department to acquire any adjoining or neighbouring land (whether 
belonging to the same owner or not), or ny right of access or other 
right which appears to the Commission to be required for the proper 
enjoyment of the land so acquired, but this power can be exercised only 
during the present war or within three years after its termination 
Again, there is doubt as to whether the notice to treat is to include 


adjoining land belonging to the same owner, and, if so, whether this has 
to be the subject of a preliminary inquiry, or is to be dealt with at 
the hearing of the case for the acquisition of the land in the occupa 


tion of the department. If it is to be the subject of a preliminary 
inquiry, the rights of the owner to appear and give evidence are not 


| clear. If it is to be dealt with subsequently it would be necessary for 
work, the department shall not have power to remove the building 


the owner should retake possession subject to the department's right to | 


remove the building within a fixed time. By this means the country 
would be saved a considerable sum in rent. 

Under section 2, sub-section (2), where any building or work has 
been removed under this section, the department shal] restore the land 


the arbitrator to give his award subject to the ruling of the Commis 
sion as to the department's right to acquire the further land It 
appears desirable that this point should be determined before any 
other steps are taken, otherwise much time and money will inevitably 
be wasted 

Under section 5 the Government may at any time sell, lease, o7 
otherwise dispose of the land acquired. Sub-section (2) protects the 
purchaser in matters connected with the title to the land, and makes 
provision for compensating an owner who establi shes an interest in the 


land which has not been dealt with. Sub-section (3) gives the owner 
of land the right of pre-emption to any land upon which no permanent 
buildings have been erected, or which is not used in connection with 


any permanent buildings. In the event of the right of pre-emption 
being declined by the owner, the offer shall be made to the person or to 
the several persons whose lands immediately adjoin the land proposed 
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pending the reorganization of the work. 
Mr. Hoover, who is in Boston, announces that the 
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houses, the equivalent of six weeks’ supply, 
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Obituary. 





Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Lieutenant V. H. Watney. 


Lieutenant VALENTINE Howe! Watney, M.G.¢ | lied 


February, 1917, from wounds received in « m on 14th \ 
19] ¢ is the eldest son of Mr ind Mrs. D. W. Watne of Brae kk 
He was educated at Christ’s Hospita Lond 
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Changes in !’artnerships. 
Dissolution. 


GEORGE FrRepericK Beaumont and FrReperick Henry Brian 
tors Beaumont & Bright), Maldo Withan Burnhan ( 
Southminster and Tollesbury, Essex. June 30 Giazetle, Feb. 13 


Information Required. 
LIONEL EDWARD ROBERTS, deceased.—Any person having 


information with regard to a will made by the above 
Forest -1 ad, Torquay, is requested ¢ mmunicate it Messrs 
Wart WoOOLLCOMBE AND WATTS, Solicitor Newt Abbot 


General. 
Mr lopham Hough Hough, of Bridlington, Yorks, and Caius College 
Cambridge, solicitor, who left £1,000 to Bridlington Grammar School 





sion’s affairs and to take steps to see that there be no interruption 


mission will continue to obtain funds and supplies, and will co-operate 
with another neutral relief organization, if one is formed rhere is 
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Legal News, 
Honours. 
Sir CHARLES MATHEWS has received the honour of a baronetcy. 51 
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Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 
KOTA UF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
EMERGENCY APPEAL CoURT Mr stice 
Dat Kota No. 1 NEVILLE 
Monday I 19 Mr. Leact Mr. J Mr. Borrer 
lueaday ... 2 Golds it Greawel Lea 
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Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

: SARGANT ASTRURY YOUNGER. PETERSON, . . 
Monday Feb. 19 Mr. Greswell Mr. Synge Mr. Bloxam Mr. Goldschmidt Winding-up Notices. 
Tuesday co a Church Borrer Joll Bloxam 
Wednesday Leach folly Synge Farmer JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Thursday .... 22 Borrer Bloxam Farmer Church 
Friday ...... 23 Synge Goldschmidt Church Gres well LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Saturday 24 Jolly Farmer Goldschmidt Leach London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Feb. 2. 


vom ee ae Socrety, LTp. (IN VOLUNTARY ee are required, 
. . ~ r a = er on or befor: Mar9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. | av’s or ciaims, to Thrale C. Martin, liqui stor. a —— 
ia = KENSINGTON DHVELOPMENTS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 5, to send 
HILARY SITTINGS, 1917. | their names and addr sses,and he particulars of their debts or claims, to Chas. Ww. 
Pullen, 81, Stoudon pk, Forest Hill, liquidator. 

MIDLAND CARS AND MOTOTYRES, LTD.—« reditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to 
send therr names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
G org: Graham Poppleton, 26, Corporation st, Birmingham, liq" idator. 

tOMAR LoRRIEs, Ltpv.—Creditor« are required, on or before Feb 15, to send their names 
and addresses a d the particulars of their debtsor claims, to Arthur Charles Bourner, 
Bush Lane House, Cannon st, liquidator. 

| SHROPSHIRE LEaD MINES, LTD.—Crediiors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send 
ther names and addres es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest 
Willie Low’, rinners Hall, Austin Friars, liquidator. 

STAR TRANSPORT STEAMSHIP CO, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Credi ors ar 
required, on or before Mar 3, to s ndtheir names ani addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Thrale C. Martin, liquidator. 

VICTORIA SLATE QUARRIES (CARNARVON), LTD —Creditors are required, on or before Mar 
20, to sen. their names and address«s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Edward Noel Humph: eys, Old Bank bicgs, Chester, liquidator. 

WOTHERTON BARYTES & LEAD MINING CO, | TD.— Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Ernest Willie Low, Pin .ers Hall, Austin Friars, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 6. 


ImMMIscH LavNoH & Boat Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 5, to send 
the r names aid addresses, and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Henry Onderhill, 75, Durham rd, Manor Park, liquidator. 
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Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.--FRIDAY Jan. 26. 


Coprah Traders, Ltd. East End Mill Co, Blackburn, Ltd 
8, Rose & Co, Ltd. Swinton Wagon Co, Ltd. 
North Kensington Club, Ltd. N.M.S Syndicate, Ltd. 
Penrith & District Motor Serviee, Ltd. RKeuter'’s Telegram Co, Ltd. 
Birmingham Beliing Co, Ltd 

London Gazette,—TUESDAY, Jan. 30. 


Arledter Patent Syndicate Ltd Victoria Slate Quarries (Carnarvon) Ltd 
Journals & Pubiications Ltd. Abhrewmeiddaw Siate Quarry Co, Ltd 
Skinner & Co, Ltd Chorlton Pavtliion Co, Ltd. 
kK. E. '. Construction Co, Ltd. Standard Enterprises Ltd. 
Madge Farlow Ltd, A. Baudouin Ltd. 
Samuel Lomax Ltd. Silvercraft Ltd. 
Appantoo Consolidated Ltd. E. W. Redwood & Co, Ltd. 
Peoples Pictu:e Play house (Clerkenwell) Ltd. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 2. 


Sieberts, Ltd. Relph & Pedley’s Roundabouts Co, Ltd 
W. Mate & Sons, Ltd. James & Robinson (Birmingham) Ltd 
Anglo Engineering Co, Ltd. Ethel Duncan Steamshi; Co, Ltd. 
Wot: erton Barytes & Lead Mining Co,'Ltd. W. Cramme & Co (1913) Ltd. 
| Shropshire Lead Mines, Ltd. Aberayron Steam Packet Co, Ltd 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Feb. 6. _— 
Couldreys, Ltd. Hendon Steamship Co, Ltd. OVING? 
Donkin & Dodds, Ltd. Midiand Car and Mototyres, Ltd. I 
Advance Film Service, Lt'!. Transandine C..nstruction Co, Ltd PAINE 
Bradford Junior Conservative Club Co, Lytton Cinema (Liverpool), Ltd. F 
Ltd Allinsons, itd. Pact, | 
Hailsham Steamship Co, Ltd Seveno»ks Chronicle, Ltd. PERKI? 
Mickleham Steamship Co, Ltd. Kotuku Oilfields Syndicate, Ltd I 
Warliigham Steamship Co, Ltd. PILKIN 
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Winding-up ot Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan 26. 

RADIUM, LTD, 93, Mortimer st. —Creditors are required on or before Feb 24, to send their 
names end addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Ryland 
Beevy, 6C, Basinghall st, Controller. 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 30. 

QUADRUPLEX, LtTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 14, to send, by prepaid 
post, ul particulars of ‘heir debts or claims, to Norman Ward Wild, of the firmof 
Franklin, Wild & Co, Broad 8.reet av, controlier. 


The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 
February 22.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the Mart, at 2 ; Poliey of 
Assurance and Shares (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.~¥RIDAY, Jan. 26. 
PATERSON, ALICE ELLEN, Peak Hiil-av, | ower Sydenham Mars Brenchiey ¥ 
and O. hers, Eve, J. Wilams, Camberwell New-rd 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 2. 
PRESTON, WILLIAM HENBY, Schenectady, St. Hekns Park-rd, Hastings 
Preston v. Preston, Eve,J. Ramsden, Gracechurch-st 
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Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Fe». 2. 

, RoBERT WILLIAM, St Leonards on Sea Mar 1 Gab’ & Stapyiton Smith, Hastings 

BABRLEIN, OTTO, Alderley Edge, Ches:er, Merchant Maril7 Slater & Co, Manches er 

BAILBY, HENRY FRANCIS, Brockenhurst, Hants Mar 17 Collyer-Bristew & Co, Be.- 
ford row 

KER, GEORGE EDMUND, Pankerton, Kent Mar5 Kin sfords, Canterbury 

BEALE, JOHN THOMAS, Sheffield, Managing Clerk Feb28 Parker & Co, Sheffield 

Best, CHARLES THOMAS, Sheffield, Innkeeper Marl Smith & Co, Sheffield 

DICKERSTAFF, CHARLES Henry, Liverpool. Waggonette Owner Mar 10 Woodburn & 
Holme, Liverpo »1 ; ; 

BLYTH, ARTHUR THOMAS, Eccleston rd, West Ealing Mar 1 Hutchinson & Co, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

paowN, CHARLES JOSEPH, Layham, Suffolk, Farmer Mar 
Hadleigh 

CARDWELL, THOMAS HENRY, Blackpool Mar 12 Ascroft & Vo, Blackpool 

CLARKSON, ERNEST, Saiford Feb27 Moon, Mancheste- 

(90KE, ELLEN GODWIN, Tillington, Stafford F-b 28 Hand & Co, Stafford 

GonKkeR, THOMAS TALIESIN,Swansea Feb 21 Morgan, Swansea 

Courts, ALEXANDER, Volwy: tay Ma~16 Earle & Vo, Manchester 

Cposs, WILLIAM, Newcastle on Tyne Feb27 Buc < & Dicksons, Preston 

CostiFre, JouN LEONARD, Brooklands, Chester Mar t7 Slater & Co, Manchester 

DaLg, HANNAH,Stockton on Tees Mazi Walker, Thirsk 

DavIDSON, R°BERT, Liverpool, Baker Marl0 Yeoman, Liverpo | : ys 

Deas, ROSSER FELLOWEs MARRIOTT, British East Africa Feb28 Rider & Co,“New sq, 
Lincoln's inn ; 

Bocar, Ropert, Lavenham, Suffolk, Farmer Mar 25 Greene & (ireene, Bury 
St Edmunds 

Epoak, ANN Mary, Lavenham, Suffolk Mar25 Greene & Greene, Bury St Edmunils 

Byays, HENRY JoHN, Sutton Mar3 Brown & Co, Norfolk st 

BWART, CHARLES, MD, Queen's Gate ter, Kensington Feb 28 Ingpen& Armitage 
Raymond bidgs, Gray's inn 

Gut, JoaN CHARLES, Pet »rbormgh, Civil Engineer April 6 Wilson, Peterborough 

AAGYARD,ANNIE, Pocklington, Yorks Mar 14 Robson, Pocklington 

Hakeis, JAMES; CLEMENT, Walsall, Staffs Marl Ryan & Co, Chancery In 

Hart, AGNES, Brighto: Mar5S Champion & Co, Brizh‘on ag 

HERBERT, THOMAS, Sleights, Yorks, Bricklayer Mar25 Gray & Co, Whitby 

HEXTALL, JOHN, Calgary, Alberta, Canada, Financial Agent April 30 The Trasts and 
Gaurantee (o, Ltd, Eighth av West Calgary 

HILL, HARRIET, Malton, Yorks April2 Whitehead «Son, Pickering 

HILL, JANE, Malton, Yorks Apiil2 Whitehead & Son, Pickering 

HOADLEY, CeCILIA JANE, Dagnall pk, South Norwol Mar3 Child & Child, Sloane st 

HOWELLS, RICHARD,Carmarthen Mar 7 Morris & Son, Carmarchen 

Jackson, JAMER, Blackpool Maril2 A croft & Co, Blackpool 

Jonsson, CLAUDE WHATELY, Punjab,India Mar5 Maddison & Co, Old Jewry chm) 

JoLLIFFve, HENRY WILLIAM, Poratmouth, Credit Draper Mar 5 King & Franckeiss, 
Portsmouth 

JosurH, JosePHUS BARNET, Westbourne ter, H de Park Feb28 Morgan & Upjohn 
Serjeants’ inn. Temple 

KNATCHBULL-!i UGESSEN, MAURICE ASTLEY, Foulis ter, Onslow gdos Mar5 Frere & 
C», Lincolon’s inn fiel!s 

Layper, FRANK Percival, Aylesbury Feb10 Kite, Queen st 

LATHAM GEORGINA, Chester Mari7 Sater & Co, Manchester 

LONG, ANNIE, Southampton Mar7 Waller & Thornba k, Southampton 

MACFARLANE, ALICe, Montague st, Russell 5; Mar 25 Lewis & Lewis, Ely pl, 
Holborn 

Marga, FRANCES MARTHA AGNES, Bath Mar3 Stone & Co, Bath 

MoCovLL, Cectt, Newcas*le upon Tyne, Electrical Engineer Marl Mather & Dickinson 
Newcast] - upon Tyne 

Mercer, ANN, Brighton Mar 31 Woodroffes & Ashby, Great Dover st 

MEREWETHER, JOHN ALWORTH, Sydney, New South Wales Marl Tweed, Devereux 
b dgs, Devereux ct, Temple 

Mowks, JoHN, Blackpoo , Manufacturer Feb 28 Lockwood, Blackpool 

MORRISON, COLQUHOUN GRANT, Pall Mal Mar 31 Tyler, Clement's inn, Strand 

NeaME, GERALD TASSELL, Chipstead, Surrey Mar7 Tassel! & Son, Faversham 

Norges, CHARLES WILLIAM FABIN FincH, Oxford Mar % Hazel & Baines, Oxford 

OUTHIER, GEORGES MAXIME JULES, Bourges, France Marl MeMillan & Mott, 
Clement’ . in 

OvINGTON, JamES, Litherland, Lancs, Licensed Victualler Mari2 Duncan & Co, Liver 
001 

Parse ALFRED JoHN. Victoria st, Licens:1 Victualler Mar 1 Peachey & Co, Arunde! 
House, Aruode! st, Strand 

Pact, FRANCIS, St Heliers, Jersey Mar 20 Tozer & Dell, Teignmouth 

PERKINS, LEONARD, Addiscomb., Surrey Mar 1 Clements & Co, Gresham House, Old 
Broad st 

PILKINGTON, HERBERT, Chesterfield, Works Manager Mar 24 Joues & Middleton, 
Cnesterfleld 

RADFORD, MAR EMMA, Pokesdown, Hants Marl Gwynn & Co, Bristol 

REED, MARY ANN, Doncaster F-b 17 Baddiley & Co, Doneaster 

RIDING, ESTHER, Blackp»ol Muir 12 Ascroft & Co, Blackpool 

RUSSELL, DavID, Russell rd, Kensington Mar 8 Warmington & Edmonds, Volk 

man st 


Grimwade & Son, 
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| RUCHRAUPF, ELIZABETH Mary WITHERS, Virginia, U 8 A Feb20 Hopgood & 


Dowsons, Spring gdns 
RYLEY, MARY, Bognor Marl Covell, Arundel st, Strand 
Sass, Epwarp, New Malden, Surrey, Actor Mar5 Johnson & Co, New sq, Lincoln's 
inn 
STACEY, CYRIL ROBERT WILLIAM, Sao Paulo, Brazil Mar 14 Loughborough & Co, 
Austin friars 
STOCKEN, HUBERT BEYNON, Abergavenny Mar7 Gresham & Co, Old Jewry chmbs 


PUAN, ‘HUA CHENG, State of Selangor, Federated Malay States, Merchant Mar 17 


Welch & Co. Pinners Hall, Austin friars 
WATTS, STEPHEN, Liverpool Mar2 Sharman, Liverpool 
WsT, FRANCIS CHARLES BARTHOLOMEW, Rugby Mar 1 Braikenridge & Edwards 
Bartlett's bldgs 
WILDE, JAMgs, Liverpool! Mari5 Layton & Co, Liverpool 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 6 
BECKETT, CHARLES JOHN, Bromfield rd, Clapham Mars Russell, Bexley Heath 
BEDFORD, RICHARD BISSE RILAND, Lichfleld Mar 3 Birch & Birch, Lichfleld 
SLYTHE, WILLIAM AMOS, Dar all Sheffield Apr Clegg & Sous, Sheffield 
BROOK, SARAH ANS, Wakefleld Mar 13 Maso. & Co, Wakefield 
CATLING, CHARLES THOMAS, Gladsmuir rd, Highgate Mar 14 Pearce & Nicholls 





Clement's inn, Strand 

COCKBURN, MARY Loutsa, Talbot sq, Hyde Park Mar Nicholson & Crouch, Surrey 
st, Strand 

COHEN, “OLOMON, Duncan st, Leman t Marlit Logette & Bonnett, Lincoln's inn 
fields 

CREASER, ELIZABETH, York Mar20 Brown, York 

DAVIE, SAMUEL RICHARD, Kingston on Thames, Licensed Victuvller Mar 2 Mait 
land & Co King:t » on Thames 

FARR, REBECCA, Edgbaston, Birmingham Mar 1 Frost, Birmingham 

FOREMAN, EMMA JANE, Long Sutto., Lincs Marl Mossop & Mossop Long Sutton 


FRASER, ALEXANDER, Watfo d, Licensed Victualler Mar 5 Indermaur & Brown 
Chaneery In - 
GILLINGHAM, CHARLES, Kentis!: Town road, Printer Mar 17 Jennings Kentish Town 

GOUNDRY, THOMAS, Tynemouth Mar 1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

GRAY, tANNAH, Halstead, Essex Feb 15 Gray, Chelmsford 

HANDSCOMBE, WILLIAM, Sibie Hed iam, Essex Marl Mills & Co, Balfour House 
Finsbury pymt 

HARRISON, CHARLES AUGUSTUS, Newcastle on Tyne, Civil Engineer Mari7 Fladgate & 
Co, Pall Mall 

HELLIWELL, GEORGE Oakworth, Yorke, Grocer Feb16 Clough, Keighley 

Horp, JAMES, Bury, Lancs Mar 17 butcher & Barlow, Bury 











LEE, JANE REBECCA, Rhyl, Flint Feb28 Hugles, Conway 

MANSFIELD, \A RICE CHARLES, Beeston Mar7 Beale & Co, Birmingham 

MATHIAS, PI LA, Hvde Park Corner Mari7 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

MATTHEWS, DAVID, New Brighton, Chest :r Mar15 Mason & Co, Liverpool 

MAYO, JANE ALICE, Swanage, Dorset Marl Slade & on, Swanage 

PARRY, WILLIAM, Llanfachr-th Valley, Auglesey, Saddle Feb 17 Cotterell, Walsail 

PATERSON, ANN JANE, Kingston «n Thames Mar 25 Maitland &Co, Kingston on 
Thames 

PATTISON, SARAH, Jarrow Marl7 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow on Tyne 

POWELL, MARY,Chester Marv0 Morgan, Chester 

VRESLAND, RICHARD YNE\LE, Camb-rwell New rd, Tobacconist Mar 21 Lawson, 
jalfour House, Finsbury pymt 

RAIKES, CATHERINE, Hove Feb 28 Rider & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

ROBER *S, ELIZABETH MARY, Bristol Marl Pave & Co, Bristol 

ROBINSON, JAMES, Burnley, Carrier Mar3 Steele, Burnley 


SAWYER, HarkkY, Buxhal, Suffolk, Wheelwright Mar5 tayward & Son Stow.narket 

Sims, WILLIAM HARvVey, Devonport Mart Gard & Co, Devonport 

TAYLOR, THOMA SURTON, Sunderland, Corn Merchant Mar 15 Storey & Sons, 
Sund-rland 

TUNGATE, WILLIAM, Hemsby, Norfolk, Farmer Marl Preston & Son, Norwich 

ryson, ELEANOR JANE, Barnstaple, Devon Mari7 Simpson & Go, Gracechurch st 

VaARCOE, HARRY, Walhurst, Suseex, Farmer Mar 26 Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Wells 

VIVIAN, WILLIAM, Queen's gate, Stockbroker Marl5 Stivbard & Co, Leaden hall st 

WALKER, THOMAS, Church st, Edgware rd, Brassworker Feb 28 Davey, John 
Bedford row 

WALMSLEY, ELIZABETH, Pemberton, Wigan Mar2 Barlow & Go, Wigan 

WALTON, ELON, Kidderminster Marlo) Burcher & Son, Kidderminster 

WATTERSON, ELIZABETH, Penrith Mar22 Arnison& C», Penrith 

WENMAN, HERBERT AUGUSTINE, Ardilaun rd, H'gh ury Park, Secretary Mar2 Richard 
son & Co, St James's st 

Youna, EutzaperTau, Aluwiek Mari9 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow on Tyne 
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ALLEN, MARY ANN, Leimington, Warwick Mari0 Wright & Co, Leanington 
ANDREWS, ALFRED, Gleneagle rd, Streatham Mar Kingsbury & Turner, Brixton rd 
ATKINSON, JOHN, New Sou'h Wales, An-trajia, Auctioneer Mar 9 Peacock & Goddard 


South sq, Gray's inn 


ATKINSON, ANN, New South Wale: Mar? Peacock & Goddard, South sy, Gray's inn 
BARTER, EO) WIN CHARLES, Norton, nr Swansea, House Decorator Marl7 Picton & Co 
Swa sea 


BAWDEN, HARRY, St Erme, Cornwall Mar3l Dobell, Truro 

BENDALL, MARY, Mistiey, Essex Marl Synn t, Manningtree 

BERGER, THOMAS BRERETON, Richmond, Surrey Mar 12 Wynne-Baxter & Keeble 
Laurence Pountney hill e 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOOoORGaATE 


STrHRE=zT, LOoMDowm, zI.G. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation aiso insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


“pplication. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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BLAKFLYy. ARTHUR LIAM. Dolphin ct. Ledgat« j Mar 10 Hewrrt Ernest CHarirs, Kew Green, Surrey Mar 12 Russell Bexley Heath 
Abbott & Andeor nehure - et KENNARD. ®LLEN GrorataNa, Windsor Mor 16 Hores’*& Co. Lincoln's inn fields 
Ma ep Stratton wn w 15 ! ( , ith Knront, Henry. Axminster, Devon Mar 19 Sande-*. Lincoln's inn flelds 
ANNTY PH len rd. Clapt Seott, Staple it LETCHWORTH, EMMA, Aspley Gnise, Reds Mar 17 Dymond & Co, Torquay 
TAM Pt : ton. Insu | wr 1 touth ) «Toemeiry, ELeanor, Corringham rd, Golder’s Green Mar25 Graham, Hanover 
MAD PHILo Prick, Madiey, H«reford Mari3 Matthews, Hereford 
MAW? MATTHEW, Keichlev, Yorks. Farmer Feb 24 Wright & Wright, Keig¢ ey 
Vi EF, SaMUer JEPPRE Cleveland gdns ede Park, Sol cito ar ? r 
rode EPFE veland gdns, Hede Park, Sol’citor Mar26 Janson & Co, 
4 ton Dora, Hensingham, Cumberland Mar8 Thompson, Whitehaven 
TINGTON FIERRERT. Gloscon, Dert Paper Manufacturer Marl5 Ellison. Gk 
FLL EpMUND Desanors, Middle Temple In, Barrister at Law Mari19 Sanders 
Linenln nn flelds 
REEVE, MILLICENT CHARLOTTE, Montagu st Feb 28 ti b So y < 
Bre ow : lider & » New sq, Lip 
Rorree Cant Erte Antuve, Henbury.Glos Mari? Gwwnn & Co, Briet 
RoDEN. Rt Hon Sopura, Countess of, Hill st, Berkeley sq Mar 19 Collyer-Bristow@ 
‘ Redford row , 
Swity, FANNY MARY, Sa'ishbutv Mar24 Powning & (Co, Salisbury 
with. THOMAS HENRY REGINALD, Bournemouth, Stockbroker Mer 31 therland 
Clement's Inn paseage, Strand : 
PHEN, WILLTAM TeMPLE, Corholine rd, Forest Hill Mar 16 Arnold & Co, Chichestes 
ART, RACHARL MILLER, Morpeth Mar 17 JD & D VM Macdonald, Newcastle npon Tyne 
R, ELLEN, Shipley, Yorks Mari5 Wright & Co, Shipley 
WILFrtp 'owN, Holland st, Kens'ncton Mar 19 Sanders. Lincoln's inn fields 
Joun WALTRR, Biackpool Mar23 Lawson & Co, Vanchester 
Mal Parkstone, Doreet Mar 26 Meade-King & Co, Brictol 
FrNest Water, Shanchal.China Maril4 Taylor & Co, Gresham st 
yw, Willowrd Hamentead Mari? Dnrrant & Cx Zank chmbrs. Grave hurch 
FRANCES MARGARET CAROLINE, Colville honse:, Bayswater Mar 29 Roberts 
k rove 
Dswyok Moperty VEITCH, Roy:l Flying Corps Mar 10 Atte rough , 


22 


»k 
Wittraw Ervestr. Blaeklev Manchester Mar 9 Goulty & G !feliow, 
heater . 


HEA ‘ 
HELM, Richa 


Bankrup‘cy bldg¢s WARD. Henry DUNCAN, Stowmarket, Clothier 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswic 


itmer Fel 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
. CnhOWEN, MINNIE Lovrsa, Wolverhampton Wolver 
ADJ ''DICATIONS , oF 
BuRKR. Maver ‘ — A hampton Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 
12 ladies ATKIN°ON ENJAMINV Rishopeoll. Vorks. Farmer Dopsrns, Epwarp Jonny. Bourne End, Bucks, Inventor 
runon Null Pet Ja Ord Jar igh Court Pet Jan ‘§ Ord Jan %5 
CHERSM AN THomas Watraew. Sp Idington I y Gt Grimsby, Auctioneer Gt Grimsby 
ler Greet Grimaby Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 25 Jan 26 
CLARKE, WittrtmM WENTWORTH. Baslow, Derby THomas, Weet Hartlepool, Machinist Sunder- 
Propri “rhy Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 F Pet Jan26 Ord Jan 25 
Ppoxoure. T ~ventry Munition Worke MATHEW. CHA® LES. Ryde, I of W, Surveyor Newport 
Pet ‘an rt Jan 2% Pet Dee 29 Ord Jan 24 
er Belford pl Hig t Sept 1 Vercarrr, FANYY JAN®, Malton, Yorks Scarborough 
Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 
Liantwit Fardre. Glan ' er MILL. ALFRED WILttam, Pinhoe Devon, Cab Proprietor 
Pet Jan? Ord J Exeter Pet Jan26 Ord Jan 26 
MiLRroy, WATTHEW, Tyersal. Bradford, Travelling Draper 
Bradford Pet Jon 25 Ord Jan 26 
ORTON, ERNEST, Willlenholl. Staffs, Grocer Wolverhamp 
ton Pet Jan 26 Ord Jan 26 
PALGRAVE, FREDFRICK WILLIAM PELHAM. St John’s f, 
Golders Green Barnet Pe’ Sept 26 Ord Jan 2% 
RECEIVING ORDER SANDERS, ToMAS MACKINSON, Throgmorton av, Company 
_ — Promoter High Court Pet May8 ‘rd Jan 26 
Hig! TAYLOR, Percy WILFRED, Chester, Ladies’ Tailor Chester 
Pet Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 
TIMM, SIDNEY, Spalding, Baker Peterborough Pet Nov 
11 Ord Jan 27 
W olver WARD, Henry Doncan, Stowmarket. Clothier Bury & 
Edmunds Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 25 
WHITEHOUSE, ALFRED, Hamnton in Arden, Manager Bir 
mingham Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 27 


I 


CHAMBERS, Tony. T 


Pet Jar Ord ' 
I 


4aq 


rw 


» Clazette 


rian st, Inventor 


Sonthampton 


er Great Grimsby 


Manchester Pet “aN 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 

st Hartlepool, Machinist Sunder- Gpanwett. Joun. Mobberley, nr Knutsford. Chester 
Ord Jan . Farm Bailiff Manchester Adjud Oct 13, 1910 Annul 
OL sri Dairyman’ Bristo July 11, 1916 


Pet Dec 30 Ord . 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 
BAITTEL. JSAac, Whiteborce In. Stepney, Baker Bigh 
Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 30 
IVING ORDER - ‘ ; : 3ERNARD WILLIAM, Sheffield, Tailor Sheffield 
ATKIN aT ‘ ’ : — —— fh m0 Draper Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 29 
ston us , “ths . = Rott o7 , BoypD, JAMES, Mincing In High Court Pet Ja 
BAK? | R i . | shen = L . = Yay : vernam| Jan 80 ‘ 
Pet Dec } +2 Se ny a “i nee Bt 7, oy W, Piccadilly High Court Pet Jao? 
Curreuan. Tr — . . : — Ord Jan 3 
"Bull “ aa she We an” aaa | ) sh . . p FARUILI, *RMANDO. Newbury st, Manufacturer High 
CLARKE. \ ' “+ euetith . : net ait a . : iry St Court Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 
nanetete a Ses : _ . neo r Gurwicz, J, Jewry st, Aldgate, Rus‘ian Merchant High 
: VWEFTINGS Court Pet J n& Ord Jan 31 
EETINGS HaNps WinttamM E r, Reading, Engraver Reading 
Swaythling, Hants Feb "ot Jan 29 Or! . »9 
| Exete Pet Jan 


yroug) 


Ba nbrs, High st, S« mp- HARPFORTH,’MARY JANE, Torquay, Devon 
0) Ord Tan 20 
a Assistunt ' HARRIS, GroRGE WILLIAM, and Mary Jane FARR 
Birminecham, General Carriers Birmingha Pet Jaa 
ite 25 O 4 Jan 30 
HURN, JANF, FRANK THOMAS HURN. and Jons Low HUBS, 
Norvich, Puilders Norwich Pt Jan 29 Ord Jan 9 
Market Harborongh, LIND, GEorGk MAcaN, Elmweod rd, Chiswick Bank 
ridge st. Leicester Clerk Colchester Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 31 
‘ LLoyp, Pavip, Cilfyngdd, Glam, Collier P utypridd 
Pet Jan 29 Ord Jan 29 
LONGDEN, JosEru, Leeds,Grocer Leeds Pet J 


tenham 
Baslow Derby. He 
12, St Peter's Churcl 


‘ y ‘toria st, Inventor Feb 8 at 
H 1 4 krupt lys at 
CHERFSMAN ' . lingt ‘ rn. THOMA eR f . Machinist Feb 7 at 
Rutider } ! ? rvs or R la 
Great ( J N, RERTRA™M are itor 
Donon ' ventrv ‘ } ' ) 6. Fieh at, ¢ 
or | 1, Pe dge st, 1 t STERS FLORENCE Katt 
E\ “ MW WAT ngt for ! Of Re Petty 
, t. Hereford 1, ALFRED WILLIAM Devor 


7 
‘ 


Jan 


Feb 7 MEIN, WILLIAM GEORGE, Birmincham, Meeh*nical Engi 
eer Birmingham Pet Jan 31 Ord Jan 3 
VICKLEY CoLLIFRY Co, Dronfield, Derby Colliery 
Proprietors Chesterfield Pet Dec 12 (rd Jan ® 
NEWMAN, A(TBREY D H, Crantock, Cornwal) Truro Pet 
1130 Off Re ted dec . Ja Ord Jan 30 
I Pedford r nil rd Jan ranutestill 


Offa « 


ntwit 
ROY, MATTHFW. Tyersa ® Travelling Drape SAMUEL, BARNETT, Narborough, Leicester, 
Feb Sat Off Rec, 12 ke . P| : Leicester Pet Jani5 Ord Jan 29 
AN, THOMAS JOHN ‘ ’ 6 at SAMURL, CHARLES, Aberdare, Clam. Licensed Victualler 
Off Ree, 11 ary i Aberdare Pet Jan 30 (rd Jan 30 











